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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMSIA 
UNITED STATES Of AMERICA 
-V3= Criminal Action 124-56 


CHARLES C, COLEMAN, 


ee @8 66 60 66 #8 60 


Washingtos, De Co; 
Thureday, June 14, 1956. 

The above-entitled cause came on for trial before the HONORABLE RICHMOND 
B, KEECE, a District Court dudge, and a jury at 10:10 aon. 

APPEARANCES ; 


ARTHUR J, McLAUGHLIN, Esq., Assistants U. S, Attorney, 


for the Government. 


CARROLL F. TYLER, Esq., 
WILLIAM B, HARRIS, Esq., for the Defenient. 


TEE COURT: Will counsel come to the bench a minute, please? 
(At the bench:) 

THE COURT: The clerk called to my attention that there are three indict- 
ments. Have you concluded as to which one you will proceed on? 

MR, McLAUGHLIN: T em willing to go on them all. 

TSE COURT: Has there been @ consolidation? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, there hasn't. 

THE COURT: Is there any reason why there shouldn't be @ consolidation? 

MR, TYLER: I don't think so, sir. 

TRE COURT: Has there been any motion to consolidate? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, there hasn't, Your Honor. My friend suggested it to 
me the other day and I told him it was agreeable to me, 

THE COURT: By that you mean counsel for the defendant? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Two of them are very close together, aren't they? What is 
your feeling? a 

MR, TYLER: I don't think so, sir. I suggested originally that there be c 
wooncitaetton, but at that time there was a witness in Lancaster, (4) 
South Carolina, with whom I:héd just talked to this morning, and after 
eppreising the matter further, I think perhaps it is better that we not 


consolidete, 
THE COURT: Then you are proceeding on 124-56? 








MR, TYLER: Yes, sir, | (3) 
MR, McLADGHLIN: Yes, , 
. THE CLERK: United States v. Charles C. Coleman. | (7) 


> THE COURT: Is the Government ready? 
i MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes. 





bo MR, TYLER: The defense is ready. | . 
THE COURT: You may swear the jury, Mr. Clerk. 2 
We intend to show you thet after he was confronted with Miss (34) 
Hood, Miss Hood will not be able to postively identify the defendant, but 
will say that he fits the generel description. We intend to show you (35) 
: that be did emit robbing her, but at thet tine be denied ever having sexual 
r relations with her. ; 

MARY ALLEN ROOD | (39) 
was called as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and efter being 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: ! 

DIRECT EXAMINATION i 

BY MR, McLAUCHLIN: 
: Q Miss Hood, talk real loud so we all cen hear you, Whet is your 
: A. Mary Allen Hood, : 
Q And where do you live? . 
A 1601 Oregon Place, Northwest. 
Q On November 9, 1955, where did you live? 
! A 1400 Fairmount Street. : 
Q That is what section of the city? | 
: A Well, it is right close to 14th Street, Northwest, Washington. 
Q And on Novesber 9, 1955, were you the omer of en mrtombile? 
A Yes, sir. I still em | : (40) 
b> Q And on November 9, 1955, where did you park thet autombile? 
A I parked it in the Hilltop House Garage. | 
¥ MR. HARRIS: The time, please? 
a MR, McLAUGHLIN: I will get to that, 
| BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: 
r Where? 


In the Hilltop House Garage. 
And the Hilltop Garage was located where? 











> = 9 % 


@ S 
A Well, let's see. It is right across from the Dutch Embassy. (40) 
It is on Euclid Street, at the corner of 15th, I believe it would be, 15th 
and Euclid, 
In whet section of the city? 


Northwest. . 
And that is in Washington, D. C.? 


tz © 


Yes, sir, 
Prior to November 9, 1955, how long had you parked your automobile 
at that address? 

A A matter of several months, I don't kmow just how many, but it was 
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four or five. 

Q And how did you get into that garage from the street? 

A I had to drive up Euclid Street. Generally, I entered by way of 15th, 
up Euclid, turned to the left, went up sort of an alley, swmg to my (41) 
Seth, Gomi Kind Ges aio, and entexea the gareee. 

Q Calling your attenticn to November 9, 1955, did you have an occasion 
to park your eutomodiie in that garage? 

A Yes, I parked it that night. 

Q And this garage that you perked it in that night -- what is the name 
of it again? 

Tt 4s the Hilltop House, 

The Hilltop House? 

Yes, sir, 

Ana what time would say you parked your car in there on the night 
of November 9, 1955? 

A I believe it was between 10:20 and 30:30, it was about that time, 
epproximately. 

Q wWew tell us, if you will, just how you parked your car in there 
on the night of November 9th and what happened, if anything. 

A Well, I drove in as usual and swung into my parking place, They 
were all numbered at particular section, and I:had to back into the perking 
piace, which means that you drive forward there: it is very hard to park 
there, and it swings so. There has been a little trouble in that garage -- 

Q We, no, Just tell us how you parked your car that night, (42) 

A Well, I drove in, went forward and then ewung backwards and perked 
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my car against the wall, 
Q Were there other cars in there that night? 








@ @ 

A Oh, yes, sir, there vere a lot of cars. It is an open garage. (42) 

Q What was the lighting condition there on Novesher 9, 1955? 

A Text wore Ligsts. There were Lights. ‘They vere din, ‘heb there 
were lights there. It was a lighted garage. 

Q 121 git, Just tel us, etter you pented your cer, vont Gd ou 
do or what happened? 1 

A Well, I locked the doors of the car, because the children have 
been playing in the cars, | 

Q All right, you just locked the doors of the car. 

A Yes. 

Q And after you locked the doors of the car, then what happened? 

A Well, I put the car keys in the pocket of my coat. 

Q How were you dressed that night? | 
A I had on a blue suit, with a pin stripe. I hed on red shoes, and 
I had on an English trench coat, a light tan one. : 

Q Go ahead, : (43) 

A tod T put uy bends in my pocket, because I ves putting my keys 
in my pocket end also my gloves. And I turned to welk avay from my cer. 
The lobby is on about the same elevation as the garage. I headed aroun to 
secleisknlc mesabcniieeariaman beh muaiars demas dans 
from the back. I didn't think it was possible. 

Q Just tell us what happened, 

A They closed sro ay throat, end a volce said, "If you scream, 
I will kill you,” or something to thet effect. I just heard, “If you 
scream," and I began to scream, I thought of it, and they closed off ay 
vind, I remember ay heed going beck, and it felt as though uy eyes vere out 
on sticks, end I just blacked out. | 
All right, and what is the next thing that you remember? 
I was in e dark place facing the wall and I wes dovn on ay knees. 
How did you get in that position, can you tell us? ! 
I seemed to have been shoved around in thet. position, It seems I 
even had Iueid moments of being pulled around to that position, someone 
saying, "Knee down and face the well." And I inelt down and feced:the wall. 

Q ahaa acacia aa (44) 
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anyone's hand on your body? 
A Around wy threat eof then in ay beck. don"t How ven be released 


Q All right, now you say you fell, you were facing the wall. {44) 
Go aheed. 


& Yes, I am facing the wall. I am down on my knees facing the wall, 


and he said, “Close your eyes." So my eyes were closed, I still had ny 
hands in my pocket, and he said, "How much money do you have?" And he said, 
"I*il shoot you right between the eyes," and I believed hin, 

Q Just tell us what he said, ma'am. 

& Sol tried to pull ny vallet out. He says, “Where is your wellet?" 
This heppened a long time ago, so I am having — 

Q Just your best recollection, 

A  SoT pulled the wallet out, and he said, "What pocket is the 
wallet in?" I think I told him, and I pulled the wallet out. He said, "Hold 
it up.” So I held it up, and he said, "How much is in it?" And I said, 
“About four dollars." And he said, "Why isn't there more?" And I told him 
I had been downtown to dimer, So he looked through the wallet, end he said 
he would take my word for it, and he took the four dollers out. And I asked 
for my wallet back, and he gave it to me. And I realised I didn't have one 
of my shoes, so I asked him about my shoe, and he said he would get it. 
And I think I seid something to him about asking him why he was doing (45) 
this, and he said he had to get his rent. Then he kind of leaned over, and 
I thought the whole thing wes over, end he said he was going to assault me, 
He didn't use those words. | 

Q Give us the exact words, if you cen, madam, as near as you can 


recall, 
& I can't remember the words, because they weren't the words I am 


used to, but he said "I wants the" quote and unquote. He used the phrase -- 
it is some words I have: seen on the sidewalks some place. I wasn't sure 
of what he meant. But I think he said, "I want to get me some frum," or 
something like that. It was a strange term. I don’t know the word. I thought 
. at first -- I said, “Well, I thought you said you would let me go." And he 
said, "No, I am going to get me some,” whatever this terminology is. And 
then he grabbed me and threw me over, and I have a bad back — 

Q What Att be way =~ whet 424 you ney; 4f anything, to bin at thet 
time, can you recall? z: 

& ‘Yes, There wes a little conversation there. He said, “How old are 
you?" And I said, "I am forty-five. I am too old for that type of thing.” 
But I was pretty sure by that time -- 





Q No, what did he say when you said that? : (45) 

A I don't remenber whet he ssid, but he pushed me over end he said 
he was going to shoot me right between the eyes again, He said he had (46) 
already killed one women, he wouldn't mind killing me, And then somehow — 
and I guess I was too upset, because I don't know how he got me aver, but 
he shoved me over against something on the floor, telling me ell the vhile 
to keep my eyes closed, ani I did keep my eyes closed, but I also — as I 
say, I heve e bed back, and the pain of hitting this thing, vbstever it wes 
I vent over on the floor, mocked me out, I blacked out, and I have tried to 
remember whet happened at that time, and every time I try to remember it, 
I get hie hands eround my throat again, and I can't remember. But there was 
a period of time thet passed —- oh, yes, there is one other thing. Sonchov, 
during all of this, I managed to get my hands in his hair end I recognized 
tne texture of the hair, so I knew, I had some idea — | 

MR, TYLER: Will you talk e little louder, please? | 

THE WITNESS: I am sorry, I guess I am not very loud et this Kind of thing. 

I got my hands in his heir somehow in doing this, trying to seek an 
identity, and et thet time I sort of thought I kev, but I wasn't sure. I 
just plain wasn't sure who or vhet I was facing. My eyes vere closed the 








whole time, and I was helf conscious the first time or unconscious the second 
tine, vhen he threv me over this thing, vhstever it vas, or bow he got me 
in the position, I don't tov hov it vas. Apparently T vent out Like « (47) 
light, because, as I sey, I do have a bed beck and eny twist or tum, no 
matter how moderate, will do that, ! 

BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: i 

Q An right, you blacked out, Did you cone to after thet? 

A T blacked out, but I seened to come up at one point ebuchoy in this 
thing, and I looked up and I sew his silhouette es he turned. He wes turned. 
He was up over me and he was turned, and I could just catch e silhouette of 
him, and I heard him say, "What dia I tell you?" And then something Bit me 
against the head end the face, and that was ell I knew again for a time. 

Q Did you come to agein? : 

A Yes, I did. | 

Q Ali right, when you came to again, what aid you cbeerve or vhat 

A I opened my eyes and everything wae bleck and dark, end I hedn't 
the slightest idea of where I wes or vhere he was or where anything vas, and 
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I was lying on the floor, I suppose you would call it, and I was (47) 
pretty well crumpled up. I couldn't tell the condition of my clothes or 
anything. I started to move. 

MR, TSLER: I am sorry, I can't hear you again. 

THE WITNESS: I seid, I was lying on the floor and I was lying on (48) 
my back, and I was sort of crumpled over in the corner, and I didn't know 
where he wes or where anything was or where anybody was, and I started to 
move, and I head his voice again saying, "What did I tell you? I'll shoot 
you between the eyes. What did I tell you?’ And then he said, "I got to dust 
my pants off,” end I listened and I didn't hear him dusting any pants off. I 
kind of expected a sound, 

BY MR. McLAUGALIN: 

Q Just what he said, madan. 

A Yes. So I waited what I thought would be a safe time. He said, "You 
wait and don't you tell nobody about this," He said, "You wait and I'll go." 
So % walted int ¥ Chechd wae «wake tins, exit then T got dp, and T found 
then where I was for the first time. I was under the stair well there at 
the Hilltop House Garage, a little, tiny dark space, and I looked around 
and I looked at my clothes, and I seemed to be all right. I guess I wasn't 
in very good shape, but I looked all right to myself. So I started around 
again to the lobby. I didn’t know whether to go or stay, and I passed the 
lobby entrance and looked in, and there was quite a crowd of people in there, 
a and I was afraid to go in, for I still didn't know who done it. I didn't 

have any money to cali a cab and I didn't have any money to call the police, 

so I walked home, 
Q How far was your home from the Hilltop address? (49) 
A tate toe, inewy, TE wot ke abaet tuo Vlocks, ‘nayhe te ent 6 hE, 
maybe counting the little half blocks, because you turn the: corners. 
a Q What time would you say you arrived home at your apartment? 
A Well, I guess between a quarter of 11:00 and 11:00. I wasn’t very 


. eble to look et the time. 
. Q That was on the night of November 9, '55? 
A Yes, sir. 


Q All right, when you got home to your apartment, what did you do? 
» HARRIS: Pardon me, did she say @ quarter to 11:00? 
“HRB VIBES: Approximately. I don't want to be definite about it, because 
" 1 atdart oot at the time. 


a." 








e © 
THE COURT: I thought she said a quarter to 11:00 or 11:00 o*clock. (49) 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. : 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 

Q All right, when you arrived back to your apartment, what 4id you do? 

A Well, the first thing I did was try to see if I could breathe. I 
couldn't breathe. I couldn't get my breath. My eyes vere all crossed out 
end my throat was swelling, I couldn't talk, I couldn't say anything, (50) 
and my mother came out. 
Q Did you talk to your mother? ! 
A Yes. : 


| 
Q Not what you said to your mother. Did you have an occasion at that 


| 


| 


time to obeerve your general appearance? i 

A No, I don't think I did, I just went to get water end tried to 
open my throat so I could talk, because I couldn't totk. I could see I 
couldn't talk, 90 I vent end got water, then I vent and got « class of wine 
end drank that. Then I drank a lot of water, and when I could get my throat 
clear enough, I tried to tell my mother, ! 

Q Did you have occasion to examine your body at the tine vhen you 
got home? : 

A Well, it was about, I guess, ten or fifteen minutes, maybe more, 
before I could talk and see and got quieted down enough, I had locked every 
goor in the place to try to think, and then I realized thet I wasn't feeling 
quite vell, so I vent to the bathroom to examine ny body, end there I found 
that I was bleeding badly, ! 

Q Ai right, and from vhet part of your body vere you bleeding? 

A From the sexual portion, from the genitel portion in general, end 
it was the time vhen my menstrual period was due, 90 I thought vell, maybe 
he didn't assault me, maybe this ig my menstrual period from shock, (51) 
So I called my doctor. : 

Q And your doctor's name was what? 

Dr. Grace Purse, 

Did you talk to your doctor? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you make a complaint to her at that time? 
I told her that I had been ~- 


Q Did you make a compleint to her at that time, medam, to Dr. Purse, 


yes or no? | 
A Yes, I did, ! 








® € 
Q Then, as a result of that, did the doctor make an appointment (51) 
with you? 
A Yes, she did, 
All right, when did you see the doctor? 
The next day at about 11:00 o'clock, approximately. 
Where did you see the doctor? 
In her office. 


Ané the doctor's name was what? 
Dr. Grace Purse. 


Q When you went to see Dr. Purse the following morning, whet was your 


condition at that time? 

A Well, during the night, I had been bleeding mich more than eny 
menstrual period had ever brovght to me. 

Q And bleeding from where? 

4 From the sexual portions of my body, very badly, and I was in (52) 
pain. The pain had grown towards morning, By 8:00 or 9:00 in the morning, I 
was in severe pain. I guess I hadn't noticed it before, and it grew at the 
time. 

Q And thet pain was coming from where? 

A It was from around the genital portions, severe pain. 

Q Now, on the following morning you saw Dr. Purse at her office. What 
was your condition at that time that you went to her? 

A All of it or that part? 

Q That pert. 

A hat part, I had sort of stepped haemorrhaging somewhat, but it wes 
stili mildly more than a menstrual period would call for. My throat wes still 
swollen, with big finger marks all around, black and blue. My head and neck 
were stiff from here right on down (indicating), and my upper arms were very 
sore. I could hardly raise them. My back was black and blue from the shoulders 
almost down to the hips and -~ I don't know, I guess I was just numb, I didn't 
imow what mrt worse. 

Q Did the doctor first make an examination of you at that time? 

A Yes, sir, she did. 

Q As @ result of the examination made by Dr. Purse, did you see (53) 
any other doctors? . 

A Yes, sir. I saw Dr. Gerber. 

Q All right, and when did you see Dr. Gerber? 
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A I was admitted to the hospital from Dr. Purse's office, (53) 
I suppose, about two hours after I saw Dr. Purse, I am not sure nov, but 
approximately, | 
, Q When were you admitted to the hospital, do you recall? 
A No, I don't. It was a matter of an hour or s0, | 
Q $I meant the day, that same day? 
A That same day, I was taken right to the hospital. 
% What hospital were you taken to? 
A Doctors Hospital. 
0 At Doctors Hospital, did you see Dr. Gerber? 
Yes, sir. 


About nine days. 


A 
Q And how long did you remain at the hospital? 
A 
Q ihewr, Hine Hood, getor 40 potag fn thet basement, ‘the serking tase 
ment, that night on November 9, 1955, were you a virgin? | 
= A Yes. : 
QO When id you see the police for the first time in reference to 
what happened on November 9, 1955 in that basement? : 


A The night of November 9th? I saw them then. 

Q You saw the police at that time? i (54) 
A Sir, sir. | : 

Q $8 goo wake a conpiietct to: Chem then: just yeu or sot 


A Not a complete complaint. Yes. : 
Q Now, after you hed come out of the hospital after nine days, did 
there come a tine when the police brought you down to Police Headquarters? 
. A Yes. | 





Q Do you recall what date that was? | 
A No, sir, I don't, but it was the day after I left — yes, the day 
after I left the hospital, ! 
Q And then do you recall the police bringing you down to Police 
Headquarters for a lineup? : 
A Yes, sir. | 
And do you recall when that was, Miss Hood? : 
No, sir, I don't, but it vas five monthe ago, six months ago. 
Do you recall what month it was in? | 
No, I don't, Spring vas about to break, but thet is all I recall. 
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Do you recall what day of the week it was? 
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Sunday, | (54) 
Sunday? 

Yes, sir. 

What time did the police get in touch with you on that Sunday? (55) 
I was in the country. I believe about 2:00 o'clock they sent 


the man down and I drove right up. 


Q 


re) 


You say you were in the country. Where were you? 

I was down in Nanjemoy, Maryland, at Dr. Purse's place, 

That is how far from the District of Columbia, approximately? 
About 45 miles. 

What time did you arrive at Police Headquarters on that Sunday? 
% gous excant 4:00 or S00, fear 2 wn aot too ewe, but it was 


around that time. 


A 


And when you arrived at headquarters, did you view a lineup? 
Yes, sir. 

And how many men were in the lineup? 

Oh, I suppose about eight or nine -- eight, perhaps eight or 


nine. It was more than five, anyhow, eight or nine. 


Q 


And in that lineup did you see the man who assaulted you on 


November 9, 1955? 


Q 


Yes, sir, I did, I heard the man who assaulted me. (56) 
How? 
I heard the man. 


What do you mean, you heard him? 


I identified him by his voice. 
All right, did the man talk to you at that time at Police Head- 


Yes, sir, he did, 

What did he say to you? 

Well, he finally seid he was the man who -- 

No, no. We'll get to that later, ma'am, I meant, at the time thet 


you saw the five men in the lineup, did you view that lineup? 


A 
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Yes, sir, 

Were you able to identify anyone in that lineup? 
Yes, sir, I identified this man. 

How? 

I identified this man. 


You identified who? 

Charles Coleman, 

Do you see the man in court here today? 
Yes, sir. 

Will you point at hin, please? 

(The witness pointing.) 





MR. McLAUGHLIN: Mey the record show she points to the defendant? (57) 


THE COURT: Yes, sir. : 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
In thet lineup at that time, Just tell us hov you idebtitied bin. 
He read. : 
Who read? | 
Charles Coleman recited some of the material that _ 
No, I meant while in ‘:ne lineup, when you soa hie in the lineup. 
A That is right, vitie du the Lineup, Every mei in the Lineep 
repeated some of the things that Coleman hed said to me thet night, and 
when they got to Mr. Coleman, the held his voice very high the first two or 
three lines. | 
MR, TYLER: I am sorry, I can't hear you, i 
THE WITNESS: When they got to Mr. Colemen, as he was repesting vhat was 
said to me that night — : 
MR, TYLER: I am going to have to object to that, and as to the part 
as to whom she is referring to, because we haven't identified the party in 
the garage. | 
THE COURT: The person you are identifying is whom? 
THE WITNESS: The man who assaulted me, sir. : 
THE COURT: Is that tiie veracn ‘you ddackitted here tn the sourtromt (58) 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. | 
THE COURT: All right. : 
THE WITNESS: He repeated in the lineup vhet he said to me that night, 
and about the second or third -- : 
MR. TYLER: Let me enter an objection here. My objection goes to the 





last statement, what he said to her that hight. That hasn't been esteblished 
yet, what the witness just said, “what he said to me thet night." She is 
referring to what was repeated in the lineup. She stated he said what he 





said to me that night. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: All right, we'll clear that up. 





-} 
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BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 


What did the defendant actually say to you at the lineup? 
He said: “How much money do you have? Why don't you heave more 


money? I'll take your word for it. I'm doing this for my rent." He probably 
said other things, too, but -- 


Q 
A 


No, just what you recall, madam. 
That is what I recall. I don't remember what else he said, but he 


said that mech, 
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Did you at the lineup at thet time see him after that lineup? (59) 
Yes, sir, 

When end where did you see him after the lineup? 

I think it was in Lieutenant Sullivan's office. 

That was how long, would you say, after the lineup? 

Oh, just 2 matter of minutes. 

And did you talk to him at that time? 

Yes, sir, 

To the defendant? 

Yes, sir. 

What did you say to the defendant and what did the defendant say 


to you at that time? 


Be said that he had taken my four dollars, 

The first time you saw him after he was brought out of the lineup — 
He said no, he wasn't the man, he didn't do it. 

--where were you at that time? 

I was in Lieutenant Sullivan's office. 

fod that was how long after you had seen him in the lineup? 

Oh, I guess around 10 minutes maybe. 

Now, after he said that he wasn't the man, then did you see him 


Yes, sir, 
And that was how long after that conversation, where he (60) 


seid he wasn't the man? 


A 


Probably around five, ten minutes again. It was a matter of minutes. 


‘Where did you see him at that time? 


In the same place, Lieutenant Sullivan's office. 
Was there aryone with you at that time? 
Yes, sir. 
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Q = Who was with you? | ! (60) 

A There were two or three people in the place there. Sergeant 
Yuter was there and Dr. Grace Purse was there, I don't kmow whether she vas 
directly behind me or not, but she was with me, and there vere tvo or 
three other officers, who I don't kmow the names of. | 

Q Now, whet conversetion, whet talk, did you have with the defendent 
at thet tine and vhat did the defendant eay to you, es neer ae you can 
recall; give us the scbstance of it? 

A He said he had deen the man who took my four dollars, I askec him 
where he had been when I drove into the garage. He said he hed been hiding 
in the washroom. | 

MR. TILER: I am sorry, I didn’t hear that. : 

THE WITNESS: He said he had been hiding in the washroom as I drove into 
the garage. He described my cer. He described what Z ned done, end he said 


' 
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that he had been attracted —- he hadn't been waiting for me, He had (61) 





seen my car pass and had followed the car in, I understood from him thet 
if he had gotten my four dollars, or gotten vhatever mney I hed, that he 
would not harm ne, and he said he hed kept his vord, he had not hermed me. 
I said I had spent quite a bit of time in the hospital, and he said thet 
be was sorry, he had not harmed me, end he vanted to sheke hanis end 
apologize, And he said I had fallen on a tack. : 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Fallen on what? | | 

A On a tack, That is how I spent @ couple weeks or nine days in the 
hospital. and he purled up bie trouser leg and showed me seme Ditties holes 
im hie trouser leg vhere he hed fallen on e tack or had knelt on a teck 
Gr had something to do with a tack while he was waiting for me. 

Q- That was on the night of November 9th? | 

A Yes, I am telking about the night of November Sth, but this is a 
conversation in Lieutenant Sullivan's office. He again apologised end said 
he had not hermed me, he had only teken my money, and thet was the end of 
my conversation with him, mre or less. | . 

Q Now, Miss Hood, on November 9th, or e short time prior to Noveaber 
9th, had you done anything to yourself vhich would necessarily tear or 
rupture your hymen? : 

A Nos | 
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Q as far as you ‘mow, when you went in that basement on (62) 
November 9th, your hymen was intact? 
A Right. 


Q Now, all that you have testified to happened within the District of 
Columbia; is that right? 

& Yes, sir, 

(Government Exhibit Q-1 was marked for identification.) 
BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: 

Q Iwill show what is marked as Government Exhibit Q-1 for identifi- 
cation, Miss Hood, and ask you if you can identify that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And you identify Government Exhibit marked for identification Q-1 


A The underwear I wore that hight. 

Q And when you say the night, you mean the night of November 9, 1955; 
is that right? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q 4nd the night thet you were assaulted in the Hilltop Garage? 

& Yes, sir. 

Q Are they in the same condition today as they were when you had 
them on and entered that garage on November 9, 1955? 

A Well, a sir, they are not. (63) 

Q What is the difference in their condition? 

A Well, they ere torn up. 

Q And were they torn as a result of the assault made upon you on the 
night of November 9th? 

A They are a little tiny bit more torn than when I took them off. 

Q Were they torn prior to going into the garage on November 9th? 

A No, sir. They were torn when I took them off. They are a little 
more torn now. 

(Government Exhibit Q-3 was marked for identification.) 
BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: 7 

Q I will show you Government Exhibit marked for identification Q-3, 
Miss Hood, and ask you if you can identify that? 

& Yes, sir, That is the skirt that I wore that night. 

Q The skirt that you wore what night? 

A November 9th, sir. 





Q At the tine you vere assaulted in that basement in the (63) 
Hilltop Garage? ! 

A Yes, sir, | 

Q In addition to that skirt thet I shoved you, Governnent (64) 


Exhibit marked for identification Q-3, were you wearing eny other garment? 


~O that skirt? 


Miss 


A TI was wearing a light trench coat. ! 
Q Ko, I meant in reference to that skirt, were you wearing the coat 


I was wearing the coat, sir. 

At the time? 

Yes, sir. 

Was that coat turned over to the police? 
Yes, sir, and they returned it to me. | 
In other words, thet coat is in your possession; is that right? 
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A Yes, sir. 





| (Goverment Exhibit Q~4 was marked for identification.) 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: : 

Q Showing you Government Exhibit marked for identification Q~4 == 

THE CLERK: 2. | 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 

Q — 0-2, rather, I ask you if you can identify thet? 

A Yee, siz, This is the cost I wore on the night of Rieder Sth. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, that is Q-4, 

THE COURT: Now, have we got it marked 4, sir? Latte mae eure. (65) 

MR, McLAUGHLIN: This is 4, ! 

THE COURT: The coat is Qut. Do you understend that, counsel? 

MR, TYLER: Yes, the coat is Q-2. | 

THE CLERK: Government Exhibit Q-4 for identification. 
BY MR. McLADGHLIN: 

Q Showing you Goverment Exhibit mented for identification Ont 

Hood, I ask you if you can identify that? ! 

A Yes, sir. This is the coat I wore the night of November 9th. 

Q The night of November 9, 1955? : 

A Yes, sir, | 

Q Now, tn reference to Governoent Bibibit Q-1, in rogerd to the 


exhibits that I have shown you, did you have them on the night you were 
assaulted, the night of November 9, 1955? ! 





A Yes, sir, I did, I had them on. (65) 


Q So far as you know, Miss Hood, was there any occasion for these 
clothes, to your Imowledge, having spermatozoa on them? 

A I beg your pardon? 

Q I say, as far as you know, is there any occasion for any of (66) 
these garments that you have just identified to have any sperm, spermatozoa, 
as they call them? 

A No, no. They. vere in excellent shape when I had them on, when I 
started with then, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of this witness, Your Ecnor. 

THE COURT: All right, sir. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Now, Mrs, Hood — 

A Miss Hood, sir. 

Q Miss Hood, I am sorry. 

-—-d3d I understand you to state that there were other cars in the 
garage at the time you went in there? 

Yes, 

Your car, I believe you stated, was perked against the wall? 

That is right. 

Where vere you with relation to the other cars at the time you 
felt the hends eround your neck? 

You need a diagram of the garage. I had passed my car. 

Would this board help us? 

It might, 

Could you use the board there? Would you like to come over (67) 
here, please? | 

THE COURT: Mr. Tyler, might I suggest thie to you. Could you fix it by 
some given point -- maybe that would help us <= by location, I mean if we 
can? Sometimes meps are very difficult for people to understand. If you have 
souc fixed object in mind, maybe that vould be helpful to you. 

MR. TYLER: All right, 

BY MR. TYLER: 

Q I will repeat my question. The question was,where were you with 
relation to the other cars et the time you felt the hands around your neck? 

Now, perhaps an explaneation would assist you... 
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Were you stending betveen tvo cars at the tine you felt the (87) 
hands around your neck? | 

A No, because the garage, is not laid cut thet way. 7 

Q Let me ask you this, How do the cars park in relation to eech 
other in this particular garage? Are they parallel to each other or do they 
park one behind the other? . . i 

A No, they park side by eide. ! 

Q They park side by side. So that, then, would I be correct, for 
purposes cf explanation here, to say that other cars were parked beside 





your car? ? 

A Two would be parked beside my car but the others were not. 

Q ‘The others were not, Now, where were they in relation to (68) 
your car? | 

A They were on the other side of the garage. : 

Q When you say the other side, do I understand you to mean now that 
there is a partition between these cars and the other cers? | 

A No. Shall I explain the layout? It might help: 

Q Yes, piease. | 

A As you enter from the left, there are about, let us sey, roughly, 

1, 2, 3, 4 available spaces for the purpose of parking, ae 

Q They are parallel, aren't they? | 

A Yes. As you come down this way (indiceting), end you perk ide by 
side. Now then, beyond that there is an entry way to the main lobby, also 
an elevator shaft. Here: is the elevator sheft (indicating) aie teen are the 
four cars (indicating). So then you go eround so (indicating), and the cars 
are all parked over against the far wall on the other side, It is rather 
odd, I mov. So it will be impossible for me to be between two cers, Mine 
is the last car next to the elevator sheft, There is no car on the other 
side of me, there was not on that night. | 

Q This area vhich you vere in, vas it a fairly open area? The garege 
wasn't packed or cluttered with cars, was it, at that particular time? 

A Oh, it was reasonadly full. I don't believe al) the care (69) 
were in, i 

Q How many cars were in the garage on this particuler side when you 
were parked, when you pulled in there? | 

A Z think that there vere two in besides mine, I an not sure, 


Q Two besides yours, 
A There vere nore than thet in the garage, Hes Tyler, 








q Q We'll leave that for a moment and come back to that later (70) 
and perhaps clear ourselves of another point. Let's go to the lineup for a 
monent, if I may. At the time you were at the lineup, did you make a state- 
ment or did you not make a statement, if you recall, to the members of the 
Metropolitan Police Department to the effect that you could not (72) 
identify, positively identify any of the men at the lineup; isn't that true? 

A I said I was not absolutely sure, but I thought that was the man. 
Q You were not absolutely sure? 
A That is right. 
Q I am also correct, then, am I not, in saying that the identification, 
to the extent that you made an identification at all, was based solely upon 
a voice? 
A Right, at that time. 
Yes. Well, did you later make eny other identification? 
Yes, 


When was that? 
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In Lieutenant Sullivan's office. 
BY MR. TYLER: 
‘ Q Now, there did come a time, you were about to state, when you (72) 
did see this defendant again; is that correct? 
A Yes. 
Q Approximately how long was that from the time when you first saw 
this defendant or heard this defendant in the Lineup? 
A 0h, I think I said before about five or ten minutes, roughly. 
” Q About five or ten minutes, roughly? 
(73) 
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A Roughly. I am not sure now, It was a matter of minutes. (73) 

Q In the interim of time vhich elapsed between the time vhen you 
first sav this defendant at the lincup, vhen you could not identity him, and 
the tine when you caw him in the Meutenant's office, vhen I believe you 
stated you again identified him -~- | 

THE COURT: Excuse me, you moen other then by veicef | 

MR, TYLER: Well, I am only going to the extent thet she hes given an 
en answer, I will give that later. : 

THE WITNESS: T didn't soy thet, I sald I identified hin, vith reserva 
tions, ty voice. I didn't say I didn't identify him. | 

BY MR, TYLER: | 

Q All right, you identified, with reservations, by voice. 

A hat is right. | 

Q Lette go to the second identification, How did you identity him 
the second time? | 

A Well, by the second time, he had let his voice drop to ite normal 
pitch. T eat dovn in front of him and I started to talk to him, He stopped 
holding his voice et a very bigh pitch, as he hed on his first two sentences 
in the police Lineup, before he got tired ent éropped sone there, Bis (74) 
voice dropped down to its normel pitch, end I identified him. : 

Q So you would still identify him by voice; is thet right? 

A Right. | 

Q So that at no time, Miss Hood, aid you identify this defendant by 
virtue of sight as having been around or the person who attacked you on thet 
evening in question? | 
Hoe | 
As a matter af fact, you don't Imow who attacked you, do you? 





Yes, I know who attacked me. 

You don't know by having seen his, do you? 
No. i 
“You state you now now by virtue of, am I correct, belief as to voice? 
Memory of voice. ! 
Memory of voice? 
Right. | 
Let me ask you this, Miss Hood, At the lineup, did all of these 
people, the gentlemen at the Lineup, reed the same thing? | 

A ‘They did. 
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Q What they read, was that allegedly what you had given to (74) 
the police as the words that hed been spoken to you? 
A Yes, I don't remember exactly what I gave them, but I (75) 
remember I gave them es mich as I could remember what had been said to me. 
Q How mech interval lapsed between the time when each of these men 


at the lineup epoke? Do you understand my question? 
A I understand your question, but I can't tell you exactly, I didn't 


have a stop watch, 

Q Roughly, if you mow, just estimate it. 

A 0h, it was elmost one, and then someone would say something two, 
and then someone would say something. It was in normal sequence, 

-Q = May I ask how or by what manner you are able to arrive at a (76) 


yes answer, if you can answer that question? 

A By my excessive bleeding all during the hizgnt and the next morning © 
end the pain that I felt. 

Q I am afraid, Miss Hood, that you didn*t understand my question, 
I wilt put it this vay. Did you see enyone attacking you that night in the 
garage? 

A No. 

Q Did you Zeel anyone attacking you in the garage? 

A Ww. - 

Q Would I be correct, then, that the only present recollection you 
have as to being attacked or showing that you were attacked is the fact 
you were bleeding excessively: is that correct? 

A No. The fact that I was threatened with rape, (7) 

Q I beg pardon? 

4 The fact that I was threatened with rape, the fact that the same 
voice was there when I recovered that was there that threatened me with rape. 

Q Let me ask you this, Miss Hood. You don't kmow as a matter of fact 
that the voice you heard actually, the party to whom that voice belonged, 
reped you or not, do you? 

A Yes. 

Q Is thet besed upon actual sight of having seen this person rape you? 

A It is based upon the person saying that he was the man who said 
he was going to repe me, 

Q Wo, I am asking this, Miss Hood, Let me see if I can make my question 
clear. Of your own personal observations on the night this unfortunate 
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incident took place, based upon actually vhat happened thet night, (77) 
just upon vhet heppened that might, isn't it @ fact, Miss Hood, that you 
actually don't nov == epart fron vaet happened subsequently —!you éon't 
know actually, as a mtter of fect, vhether thet voice or the perty to vhom 
thet voice belonzed attached you or aot, based wea actully tht evente of 
that night? 
A It is not a fact. I do know. : 
Q Well, nov, let's put it thie vay. Is it not a fact that in saying 
that you do know, that your ansver is en accumlation cf events which (78) 
transpired after thie evening? ! 
A No, it is not. ! 
Q On this perticular evening in question, when did you arrive at a 
conclusion that you had been raped? : 
I didn't arrive at it that evening. 
You did not arrive at it that evening? ! 
I aid not ervive at it thet evening. I suspected it thet evening, 
As a matter of fact, you didn't Imow vhether you had beer reped 
that evening; isn't that true? | 
A Not that evening, I wasn't sure, 7 
‘ Q So, therefore, this voice, thet vhich you are mentioned at this time, 
that evening — you do not know, es a matter of fact, vhether that voice hed 
raped you or not? | 
That evening I did not know. | 
That evening? 
That evening, 
You did not know? 
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That evening. 
That is right. 
Okay. ; 
Q The fact that you have identified him as having been! the party who 
did that is based upon an accumulation of matters which took place at Police 
Headquarters; isn't that true? | 
A No. I know that evening thet he had injured me. I I imev thet (79) 
evening thet be had injured me in ay sexual pert, I did not know in vhet 
category it would fall, | 
Q Well nov, did I understand you on direct examination — of course, 





I an not going to euberrass you, but you understand, of course, the seriousness 
of this charge? | 
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A Sure, I do, : 

Q Didn't I understand you on direct examination to say that whet 
you were undressing at sometime that evening) that you noticed blood? 

& It was not sometime that evening. It was around 15 or 20 mimtes 
efter I was able to get my bearings and talk and breathe that I realized 
that I was dieeding. 

Q And prior to that time, you were not aware of any particular injury 
wo you isn't that true? 

ZI was aware, but I was not sure of the extent. 
You were nov sure of the extent? 
At no point curing that evening was I sure cf the extent. 
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hor were you sire cf the cause? 

A ‘es, I was sure -~ walt, I was sure that he had injured me. I was 
net eure to what extent he had injvred me, 

Q Didn't I understand you to say a moment ago that you suspected it? 

A I suspected it because he said he was going to.. 

Q Didn't I understand you, Miss Hood, to say on direct exama- (80) 
tion that you didn't know whether the bleeding was from your menstrual 
period or not; wasn't that true? 


A When I phoned my doctor, I didn't know, 
Q Beg your pardon? 

4 When I phoned my doctor, I did not know. 
Q You did not know? 

A Noe 


Q So pricr to the time when you called your physician, as a matter 
of fact, you didn't lmow whether your bleeding was because of your menstrual 
bleeding or not? 

4% No, I didn't know whether the bleeding wes because of my menstrual 
veriod brought about my injury from him or not. They are not the same thing. 

Q jk, wor, ist aw ak en Gh — 








FF A Not on the matter of injury again. He might have thrown me 80 
e herd that he had injured my back to bring eround that type of shock. He was 
> Asrectly involved in my condition. 

Q Beg pardon? 


A He was involved in my condition, whatever it was, 
Q That statement you have just made there, besed upon your prior testi- 


mony on the evening of which we ere talking about, is a conclusion; is that 
not a fact? 
23 


& I reached no conclusions that evening. | (22) 

Q Well, there was a suspicion? : 

A There was a strong suspicion, Tore vas mare then suspicion, 1 
Imew I was burt and burt badly, I didn't Imow to whet extent. 

Q Now, I believe you stated that at a time, you did pass out for e 
period of time. | | 
A couple tines. 

A couple of times you passed out? 
Yes, I think, 
Woullll Tbe worrest: is eaying tist ducing the pected of dine fe 
which you were unconscious, that you wouldn't Imow whether this defendant 
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or three or four, or what have you, other parties may have attacked you; 
isn't that true? | 

A. That is true, only he was there when I cane to. 

Q Let me ask you this, The last time you recovered consciousness 
prior to entering the building, did I understand you to state there was n0 
one there at the time you recovered, the last time? 

A No, you didn't understand that. 

All right. 

You may have understood it, but I didn't say it. 
All right, so then I didn't understand it, 

No, you didn't understand it. | 

Whet was the last thing, if you recall, that took place (82) 
prior to the time you went into the building? ! 

A x mugown X rod my eirstionl egal ca en swng ay cart 
the left, 

Q No, I beg your pardon, I am speaking about efter the attack had 
taken place, 

Went intc which building? 

After this incident hed taken place. 
Went into which building? 

Q Didn't I understand you to say on direct examination thet after 
this event took place, you went into the lobby; you started to hesitate 
and then you went into the lobby? : 

A I didn't go to the lobby; I was efraid to. 

Q Where did you go after this event took place. 
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A T went home. 








S 
You went home? (82) 
Yes, 
In going hame, did you retrace your steps outside the garage? 
No, I didn't go around that way. He might have been there. 
Which way did you go? 
Around the front. 


Did you have to go through the building? 
You drive in cne way; you walk out the other that is, you can (83) 
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walk out the other, 
Q Did you go through the building? 
& Neo, I didn’t go through the building, I wouldn't have dared. 
MR. TYLER: Excuse me, your indulgence, Your Honor. 





THE COURT: Yes, sir. 


BY MR. TYLER: . 
Q Now, Miss Hood, let me ask you this. Why were you afraid to go 
into the lobby? 


A Because I had not seen the man who attacked me, and I wasn't so 
sure he wasn't standing there in the lobby. 

Q So that if there were a dozen men standing there, you wouldn't 
lmow which of the dozen was the one who attacked you? 

A Wo, I wouldn't. 

2 I beg your perdon? 

A No, I would not have, And there were a lot of people in the lobby. 
Z didn't know where he was. I kmew he was somewhere. 

Q. But he cowld have been anywhere. If he were next to you, you 
wouldn't beve known it? 

4 That is right, I wouldn't have known it unless he spoke, 

Q Let me ask you this. When wes the first contact you hed with (84) 
moubers of the Metropolitan Police Department? 

A After I got home, I don't know whet time it was. I called the police. 
i called the doctor first, then I called the police, 
Could you give us a rough epproximetion of the time? 
No, I couldn't, I have no sense of time from thet time on, 
Wes it eftermidnight, if you know? | 
It was somewhere near there, I don't know when it was, 
Q So that, 1 take it, from that tine to the tie you eave your stete- 


ment of this event taking plece, between 10:20 and 10:30, would be about ea 
half hour efterward? 
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A T don't thse 2 vas tt tong nov, but you cen ontblist (84) 
that with them, I am sure. ! 
Q When you called the police, whet did you say to then? 
4 I told them I had been robbed and thet I had been threatened 
with being killed, | | 
Q Al) right, go head, 
A That is it. That is whet I told them : 
Q@ You told them you had been robbed end threatened with being (85) 





A That 4s right. | 

Q Is thet the entire substance of your conversation with then? 

A My first conversation. | 

0 and, of course, pursuant to that information, vhet aid the mesbers 
of the Metropolitan Police Department, if anything, aay to you! 

A They came up to see me. 

Q at yy ig 
you tcll them had taken place? | 

A ch, T told then T had been told by & man he bed led one voman 
already, he was going to shoot me botween the eyes, he hed robbed mo. and 
thet he hed choked me, end they ere pretty mad because I hadn't told then 
before, and then they called a detective. He came later. At thet tine I 
didn't tell them enything further because my mother vas present, end I 
didn't want to get her exeited or upset, I hoped to be able to see the 
detective alone, I vas not able to sce the detective alone. I ves not 
absolutely positive at the time of just how mich he had damaged “i, and 


| 


I wanted to see my doctor before I said anything. 

You wanted to sec your doctor before you seid thet? 

That is right. | ) 

why? , (86) 
A I did, Because I didn't know to whet extent he hed damaged me. 

I don't like going eround meking loose charges. : 
Q Prior to the tine you eav your doctor, you ¢in't actually mow 
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what was wrong with you? 
A 1 nov emathing was wroag; T élda't nos how mith 
Q Or what? 














A I knew that something was wrong where it hed no busincss (86) 
being wrong, but I didn't know how far or what or to what extent. 

Q Prior to the time you saw your physician, did you actually examine 
yourself to determine or attempt to determine from what specific part of your 
body you were blecding? 

A = No. I Imew from what part of my body I was bleeding. I didn't 
need to examine myscif, 

Q How long did you continue to bleed? 

A Iwas still bleeding when I went to the doctor's office the next 
dey, in varying degrees, in various intensity. 

Q And you were at the hospital for a period of nine days? 

A I think, more or less; I don’t mow exactly. You can establish 
that, I am sure. 

Q During the period of this nine days which folloved, I believe, (87) 
immediately after you went to see your physician -- 

& That is right. 

Q = did your menstrual period begin, if you know? 

£ Wo, I believe the surgeon told me that it began a few days later. 
Now I don't want to gct involved in medical things, because, as I say, I 
went to doctors becanse there is meh that I don't understand. 

Q So would I be correct in saying, then, that you don't Imow what 
$tue your period voula Reve teein to valetion, xether,. to the biseding which 
had preceded because of this incident? 

b Say that again? 

Q twill strike that question, I don't think it was too clear, Was 
there any time during the following ten days when any differentiation, if 
any, could be made, by virtue of time or a ceasing of the flow of blood, as 
to when the menstrual period began, 2 

A Tf believe that is honestly a question for my doctor, not for me. 
I think there was a time, but it is not for me to say that. 

Q Well, lct me ask you this, then. At the time this took place -~ and, 
of course, as I repeat to you, this is not for emberressment -- were you 
wearing e senitery pad? | | 

& St the time it took place? 

Yes, (88) 

A No, All of my life I have been an extremely regular person. 


S 9 

Q Since you stated to me a moment ago thet you left these (88) 
mattcrs to your doctor, these medical matters, how did you know or, rathndy 
did you know as a matter of fact that your hymen was intact at the time 
this cvent took place? | 

A Which event? 

® This alleged attack. | 

A Yes, Rane: Ene aaye Rent Viegas Thee iw carve iy 
reason for it not to be intact, and because I have always performed regular. 

Q Beg your pardon? | 


- 


A I have always performed regularly each month end I have always 
been a virgin, : 
Do you ever ride horses? | 
I used to ride them a long time ago. 
Do you ever ride e bicycle? 
Not since I was a kid, 





Do you dance? | 
I haven't danced since I rode a horse a long time ago, My horse 
I guess it was 8, 9, 10 years ago, | 


You were thrown by a horse §, 9, or 10 years ago? | 
A long time ago, but that did not rupture my hymen. 


' 
| 


How do you Imow that? | 

Well, I presume so. I have always flowed regularly eabh month. 

Yes, but you don't know, as a matter of fact, whether, any of these 
events ruptured your hymen? : | 

A Qh, I had excollent medical attention st the timc, and I believe 
you can take care of that with the doctors, too. : 

Q  Gotting back to the Police Department, I believe you stated (90) 
a ee ee ee ee ee, is that 
correct? | 

Right. | 
And threatened to de killed? ! 
Right. , 
And that wes the entire substance of your complaint et that time? 


Yes, it was. 
Did there come a time when you made e subsequent complaint? 
Yes, the next morning, in ny doctor's office. : 








Q You made a subsequent complaint to members of the Metropolitan (90) 
Police Department? 

A I made a subsequent complaint -- my doctor made the complaint for 
me to the Police Department the next day. Now that night I talked to two 
groups of police, I don't know to which ones I said which things. I did not 
complain of rape that night to the Police Department, which is what you 
ere after. 

Q When was the next time that you made a complaint to the Police 
Department? 

About what? 
About this incident. 
About what part of iv? 
Beg your pardon? 
About what phase of it? 


Any phese, When was the next time you saw the members of the 
Metropolitan Police Department? 
A That night I think.I sew two policemen in uniform and they called 


somebody else, and then I believe it was the Robbery Squad came up sometime 
later, because I know it was quite late, and then I tried to sleep but I 
ee ein Se, Sie Has ment dey TE went 40 wy Ucctorta nition, aA 5 
gave her the card that had been given me by the detective of the Robbery 
Squad, and I told her to please act according to her best medical judgnent, 
depending upon what my condition was, I suspect I could have been -- mind 
you, I wasn’t sure to whet extent he had damaged me, I kmew I had been 
damaged, I suspect I could have been raped. So she called the police. 

Q Were you there when this took place? 

4 tI was in her examining room, on her table. 

Q Following this particuler event, when was the next time that you 
‘talked to the police regarding this matter? 

A There in her office. They came up to the offico. 

Q And what did you say to them et that time? 

A I told them eas near as I could everything that just happened. 

DR. GRACE G. PURSE ; (99) 

was called es a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and after 
being duly svorn, was examined and testified as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: 





Q Now, Doctor, your full name is what? ! (99) 
A Grace G. Purse, P-u-r-s-e, | 
Q And you are a practicing doctor here in the District of Columbia, 





@ medical doctor? 
A Iam | 
Q And where is your office located? 
A 1801 Eye, the Washington Medical Building. 
Q And is that in the District of Columbie? , 
A The District of Columbia. : 
@ Bow Tower ave you ernst’ wedicten tn wantineton, De Co? 
A Twenty-five ycars. ! 
a} Now, Doctar Puree, do you know @ person by the name of Miss (100) 
A  Intimately. : 
Q Calling your attention to November 9, 1955, do you recall whether 
or not you saw or hcerd from her on that evening? i 
A I vas with her. We had diner together and then we vent to some 





friends and spent the eveing there until 10:00 o'clock. I hed perked ay 
car downtown and we went in her car to our destination. At 10:00 o'clock, 
I remember exactly, we left, came back and picked up my car, which vas 
near -- well, it was in front of Luigi's resteurent, end I went’ on home. 
I got home about half past 10:00 and went immediately to bed. 
Q Now, after you got home that evening of November 9th,| did you 





hear from Miss Hood? ! 
About 11:00 o'clock, <= because I was going over this, 
11:00 o'clock the same -- | 
The phone rang. | 
The same evening; is that right? | 
The same evening. : 
And when the phone rang, could you identify the voice on the phone? 
Oh, yes. ! 
And that would be approximately what time? ! 
12:00 ofclock, about. | (101) 
All right, and who was on the phone? | 
It was Miss Hood. ! 
And did you talk to her at that time? 
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Did I what? 


Q Did you talk to her? (101) 
A Yes. 
Q and did she talk to you? 
A She did. 
Q And at that time did she make certain complaints to you? 
A She did, 
Q As a result of what she said, the complaints to you, did you give 
any instructions? 
A May I tell just what happened? 
Q Wo, just -- did you give her certain instructions at that time? 
A I told her to call the police, at least I asked her if she would 
call the police, 

Q nd as & result of the conversation you hed with her at that time, 
did you see Miss Hocd? 

A Wot that evenirg. 

Q All right, when did you see Miss Hood efter the conversation you 
hed with her? 

A About 9:00 o'clock the next morning in my office. 


her 


Q In your office at that place located where? 

A 181 Eye, 

Q When you saw Miss Hood in your office, wes there enyone in the 
office with you et that time? 

A My nurse, 

Q As a result of seeing Miss Hood in your office on the morning of 
November 10th, did you make any physical examination of Miss Hood? 
T did. 
What cxamination did you make of Miss Hood and what did you find? 
I did a pelvic examination, or attempted to do a pelvic examination. 
Just whet do you mean by that, Doctor? 
That is, examining the genitalia, the generative trect. 
Go ahead, now, tell us vhat examination, what you actually did end 
whet you found, - 

A T hed her up on the examining teble in the examining position, 
end I found the external area bloody. 
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Q What external area did you find bloody? 
4 ‘he vaginel erca, that is, the externel vaginel arce, 
g All right, what else did you find? 
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A Then with @ gloved hand, I started to examine her, and did, (102-103) 
ecparating the buttocks and the labia, thst is, the external part of the 
nena enemies ile 
as if it might penetrate right into the vagine. | 

I attempted to put my gloved finger into the vagina, cod I struck 
sonething that I had never felt before, end she began bleeding very profusely 
with any attempt of a very gentle examination, The blood just poured from 
her. I imew I vas in soncthing that I hed better get out of very quickly, 
because I was afraid that — this vas red blood that began coming —- that | 
she would — well, I didn't imow what vould happen, So I put a pad up in her 
end got her buttocks together and got her off of the table es quickly as I 
could and called Dr. Gezber, vho is a surgeon, celled the hespitel and got 
2 bed for her, end called the police. ! 

BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: | (104) 
Doctor, have you got a chart there -- 
Yea, I have. 

-— showing the parts of a woman's body? | 

MR. McLADSHLIN: May I mark this as e Government exhibit for identi 
fication No. 5? | 

Q Shoving you Government Exhibit marked for identification 5, 
Doctor, can you just deseribe what thet is? : 

WelL, this So a very era cross suction of the fone pelvis 
Just hold it in this position so we all can see. | 

This would be the woman standing up. | 

ALL right, now, you say thet is vhet, mode? | (205) 
This is a cross section looking just as if the vomen vere lying. 
Cross section of vhat? 3 

This is a women split in helf, female. : 

In what position is the women? ; 

Right this minute she is standing. This (indicating) is the 
buttocks, This (indicating) is the inside of the thigh, and this (indicating) 
is the front of the body. : 

Where is the vagina there? : 

This (indicating) is the vagina. 
Ald right, and where ie the rectunt 
Here (indicating). 
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Q Now, when you say thet you exemined Miss Hood on the morning (105) 
of November 10th, just tcll us whet examination you made and what did you 
find at the time, pointing out on that chart, demonstrating what you are 
Saying. 

A fT may turn it this way, she would be in this position (indicating). 
She would be on the examining table, with the thighs stretched apart. 

Q Don't you think we would be able to understand it better in the 
standing position and see it better? 

A Well, maybe so, (106) 

Q Yes, I think we would, Doctor. 

A Well, understand that I wasn't going down this way (indicating). 

I was going this way (indicating) in my direction, 

Q I mean, just tell us on the chart, 

A What I found? 

Q Yes, Doctor. 

A Well, I found a tear from here going on back here (indicating). 

Q That tear is from where? Name the parts of the body. 

£ I found a tear from the hymen back almost to the rectum, and then 
a deep penetration; at least I didn't realize how deep it ic. because 
I got out. 

Q When you say a deep penetration -- waft a mimte — in reference 
to whet you remarked as a tear, is that tear on the surface? 

A This tear is on the surface all right, on the surface and into 
the tissue. 

Q Ali right, when you say that tear was on the surface, can you 
tell us whether or not that was just on the surface or whether it was deep 
or into the body? 

A Well, it wes through the skin, through the tissue under the skin 
end apperently -- this (indicating) is just es I looked at her before (107) 
I started my examining finger -- was going deeper and deeper as I looked 
e* her, It was dcfinitely through. 

Q Did you attempt at that time to find out how deep it was? 

A I attempted to. 

Q Wheat attempt did you make and what did you find? 

. & Well, I had e gloved finger. I put my gloved finger around here 
(indicating) end then started towards what I thought was the vagina, and 
I wasn't certain, I wasn't entirely in the vagina. My finger went up so 
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(indicating), and went up the length of my examining fingor ent ax (107) 
still going. 


Q You say your finger was in the vagina at that time? 
A I said I thought my finger was going into the vagina, It went into 
@ space. It was not, as a matter of fect, until she was on the bramining 





table and anesthctized that we knew exactly where thet penetration WAS. 

Q Was it in the vagina? i 

A The penetration was pertially just et the external part of the 
vagina, had penetrated here (indicating), between the vaginal mucosa, 
thet is, the mcous membrane or the lining of the vagina, end the micovs 
membrane or lining of the rectum, This is muscle, as a matter of (208) 
fact, that was torn right asunder, This (indicating), fortunately, was 
not torn in two, vhich I was afraid on the examining table in uy office 
hed been, which would have been a very, very serious thing, had the 
rectum been <= : 

Q Referring to the vagina, Doctor, you referred to the entrance 
of the vagina, that is, the lips of the vagina. ! 

A ‘The whole external -- yes, that is right. | 

Q Wes there enything fron your examination thet vould {odicste thet 
some object had entered the lips of the vagina? | 

A Well, frankly, it was my impression at the time thet! hard 
exantiie: Gijerk ioe lan execiiile pentih could have made 4ht@ Gutcende. 

Q That hed entered the vagina? | 

A Well, thet vas uy impression that it bed, thet hed produced this 
laceretion, this deep laceration. | 

Q Can you tell: us from your examination whether or not the hymen 





was intact? ! 
A The hyzen was definitely not intact, It vas cracked, It was torn 

a little bit. It vasn't as wide open es if @ vonan vere having a baby or 

had been married. It was not that at all. It vas more as probebly « small 

laceration of about, oh, well, I hate to describe it, but just 2 small 

tear at this part of the vagina, this pert here (indicating). 
Q How far vould you say the hymen wes in from the lips of the vigina? 
A Well, of course, the lips are not really part of the vagina. Ths) 

so-called lips are folds of tissue. There are two sets of lips on ether 

side here (indicating), one called the labia majore ant the other the labia 


minora, thet sort of male double folds thet cover over the entrance to the 
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vagina, We call it medically the introitus, It is the entrance or (109) 
doorway, and that was definitely bruised end torn. 

Q And it is your opinion, Doctor, that the vagina had been 
penetrated <= 

A locally. 

Q <== by some object that would be a penis? 

A That is right. 

WR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of the doctor. Oh, one 
more question. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Doector, did there come a time when you went down to Police Head- 
quarters with Miss Hood? 
Yes, sir. 
Can you recall when that was? 
As a matter of fact, I don't know, I mean, I kmov, but I can't 
It was sometime after this some weeks, I think. _ 
Do you recall what month it was in? 
I can't right this minute. : (110) 
vhat? | 
I cen't right this minute, 
Do you recall what day of the week it was? 
It was Sunday, 
Were you with Miss Hood prior to going to Police Headquarters? 
Yes. Miss Hood was et my place down in Charles County. 
What time would you say you arrived at Police Headquarters that 


Around 6:00 o'clock. 
6:00 o'clock? 
About that. 
Did there come a time whem you saw the defendant here, Mr. Coleman, 
at Poltee Beadquarters? 

A Yess 

Q And while you vere at Police Headquarters, did there come a time 
when you were present when Migs Hood talked to the defendant? 

A Yes, 

Q And the defendant telked to Miss Hood? 

A Yes, 
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Q Can you recall, how long would you say you had been et (110) 
headquarters with Miss Hood before that took place? : 
4 0h, @ matter of hours, two or three, possibly four hours. (221) 


Q inet dearest: 55: Cae: Gaoaent GE mays re is Hae a 
in your presence, can you recall? 

A I really don't remember now exactly in detail, but he said -— end 
this is vhet stuck in my mind: "Yes, I took your mney, but I didn't hare 
yous". He kept saying, “I took your money, but I didn’t harm you," Now he 
said other things, but, I meen, that is vhat I specifically rember. 

Q Do you recall what else he said at that tine? | 

A I asked him if he hed a knife, because this thing vas so big, snd 
he said, "Oh, no, I didn't have a imife,” And I asked the sergeant vhat he 
meant, end he said, "Well, he means that he ds a bookmaker." I meen, thet is 
just what -~ and that he wouldn't carry a knife because — : 

Q Wo, no. Do you receil him saying anything else to you es to what 
happened? : 

A doy T Gtdn%s have any converention with hia at all, essept 1 
gust asked him if he carried a knife. 

Q Sicisit cede ian ealaumcaaeaiiie 








Hood? | ! 
A He seid many other things, most of it ves repetitions of whet I 
have said, That was the gist of it. He sad also — I do reneeber now — (222) 
I think one of the policemen esked him how he expleined the blood that he 
had found in the garage, and he pulled up his trousers, end he eaid, "See?* 
He said, "See?" And I naturally tried to see, a8 well as the other did, end 
sacs waa 4, Lite spot, ee inglonistoan’ eook ox ile Snae, ac4 te ont, 
"Soe? All that blood came from where I struck a tack." ! 
MR. McLAIGHLIN: I believe that is al2 I have of this witness, Your Honor, 
CROSS EXAMINATION | 
BY MR. TYLER: | 
Q Now, Doctor, would you mind if you can, telling us why you asked 
the defendant if he carried a knife? I believe you etated on direct examination 





that you asked him whether he carried a knife. | 

A Well, I was trying to be very certain, This deep laceration could 
nave been done by many things or several things. Tt could have been done by 8 
blunt objects Tt could have been done by a sharp object. Tt vas my ispression 
thet it hed been done by a blunt object. Dr. Gerber and I in the hospital, 
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when she was under anesthesia end examining ~- Dr. Gerber said, "Did (112) 
you ever see anything so horrible?" And I said, "No." | 

Q@ We wouldn't go into that, Doctor. 

A All right. And that was why -- let me finish this -- (113) 

THE COURT: You can't finish it unless counsel wants it. 

THE WITNESS: Excuse me. 

THE COURT: Do you want it, Mr. Tyler? 

MR, TYLER: No, thank you. 

THE COURT: All right, sir. 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Now I believe you stated that there was e slight tear of the hymen? 
That is right, 
Not the kind of tear that a married woman would have? 
That is right. 

Q Would I be correct, then, if I should say that you mant by that 
that it was not the kind of fracture that would be caused by sexual inter=- 
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course? 
A No, I don't say that it all, With a marzied women, when I said 


<hat, you don't have e hymen es a rule. 

Q Weil, as a rule. Now what I am saying -— 

A Well, I will say you don’t have a hymen period, 

Q Were you able to ascertain, Doctor, the extent to which this 
penetration took place into the body? 

4A Weil, not on my examining table, because -- 

THE COURT: No, at eny time, he meens. 

MR. TYLER: Yes. (124) 

THE COURT: At eny time. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, 

THE COURT: Ali right. 

THE WITNESS: It was, I ehould say, about eleven centimeters. Now there 
are two end a half centimeters to the inch. 

MR. TYLER: Well, we will heave to do some arithmetic. 

THE COURT: Between four and five inches. 

THE WITHESS: Yes, thet is right, 

BY MR, TYLER: 

Q Could you also, Doctor, give us the approximate diameter of this 

insertion into this womb? 








A Well, T had no attetoutty getting ay examining finger 42, (114) 
and as I say, I vithtrey because the began bleeding profusely, and I realised 
prouptly that she needed very expert end surgical care, but Dr. Gerber got 
his two fingers in easily. His fingers ere mech bigger than mine. The pene- 
tration, I dhould say, f I may contime, and the laceration there vas 
sufficient for me to believe — : 

Q ee ! 

A Weil, you asked me to explain this and I am going to, if I my. 


May I, Judge? | 
Q. I want the diameter, 3 
A I em trying to explain about the diameter, : (225) 


THE COURT: Just a mimste, You want her to explain what you mean Sy diameter. 
“HZ WITNESS: He asked me the diameter. I am talking about the diameter. 
BY MR, TYLER: i 

Q All right. | 

A fn inch and a helf, approximately, or e little less, in other vords, 
about the size of a sizable male erectile penis. : 

Q Now this penetration wert through mscle tissue, did it not, Doctor? 

A Te 484, Tt bissected muscle tissue, pushed the fibers apart, 

Q. The object which made this penetration did pass the outer. lips 
cf the vagine? 

A That is right, and the inner lips alco, 

Q And the imer lips, and then at that time took a diagdnal course 
into the muscle tissue? | 

A chat is right. If I may use my chart egein? 

Q Aa ips, go awe, 

A Here (indicating) is a woman lying on her back, Mey I have @ pen 
or something? If you can visualize an object, if one can, coming from this 
angle (indicating), hitting this area watch is the external genitalia, 
penetrating this and missing this part but gaing right into here (2161 
(indicating) with force, So this was the diagonal. A little bit further, 
it would have torn right into the rectum, but the Lord was with her. 

Q Could that vound that you have just describe’, Doctor, have been 
caused by, say, a fall on an object such as this pencil here? : 


A When? 
Q At the time. dot the vot neve been ome hy exurthing Like that 


A No, it could not have. 
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I believe you stated it could have been caused by many things. (116) 

Well, not this, When I said many things, I overstepped myself. 

Now are you changing your prior testimony, tien, fron waging = 

No, not exactly. When I said many things, one or two or possibly 
three things. It could have been caused by an erectile penis, as I said. 
It could have deen caused possibly by a dagger, a large one. It could have 
been caused ty the rung of a chair. 

Q =s By _the rung of a chair? 

A Some big object. 

Q Doctor, on the dasis of your medical knowledge, would you (127) 
consider thts question carefully now, and before you answer, allow the 
Government a chance to object: On the basis of your medical Imowledge, 
Doctor, would you say it would be possible, in the lisht of your exverience, 
for a penis to have attained a state of erection sufficient to have been 
able to insert itself from the outer lips into the muscle fiber ~- 

A -Definixely. 

Q -- and pencirate five inches? 

Definitely, 

Veuls that cause any injury to the penis? 

Tras I don't imnow. 

In relaticn to the miscie3 ef the tcrso anc other muscles in this 
region persicuiarly, would yon deceribe these micclcs down there as of a 
strong construction? 

A Toke 

Q And despite the fect that these are mscles which would be con- 
sidered strong muscles, there, nevertheless, couid have been a penetration 

_- you deserihed? 

A If the direction of force had been in the right direction. The 
muscie -- it is comperativeiy easy to dissect it. 

Q Was the diameter of this penetration the same for the entire extent 
of the wound? 


A It is hard to say, There was this deep tear on the outside, (128) 


+s cnperficial tear, we'll say, and this was sufficient to tear this on up 
through, pushing, epparently, the tissues aside. 

Q Well, now, is your answer that you don’t know whether it was the same, 
or you have not been able to ascertain your answer? 
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A When there is a wound, if I may digress a bit and explain (118) 
anatomically and so on, you may push a sharp object in your arm and make @ 
deep penetrating wound in your arm, When the object that hes made the pene- 
trating wound is withdrawn, you can't tell in there just the depth or how 
ide that is, because the tissue promptly cones in and folds in, Nov even 
around this area, i+ tn even mote wey Rov Sect a indie, oe T wap'have Ut, 
please. ! 

So that any wound in this area -- this is an area through which children 
are born, The head ordinarily comes down this way (indicating). So it hes 
wide distensability, and often efter a baby's head hes penetrated this rea 
end come on down and been born, in fifteen minutes you look back at this 
area and it has collapsed in, so that you say vell, how in the vorld did 








that baby's head get through this area. 





Q So that your answer is, then, that you don't know? 

A The answer is that I couldn't ansver you specifically or positively 
that there was the same width or diameter from here (indicating) up to (129) 
here (indicating). I don't think anybody could tell you that exactly. 

Q How mich tine had transpired, to your Imovledge, from the time 
that the accident took place until you made this examination? | 

A Soy: wend www, ke T pay, sow TUDO otdiock, T wxwmined hen the 
next morning around 9:00. : 

Q 9:00 o’clock the next morning? 

A hat is right. 

Q In the average adult female, taking a course which you heve just 
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described to us, running in the direction -- an I correct, in this direction 
(indicating)? | 
A Yes. : (120) 
Q Is that the approximate direction? 
A That is the approximate direction. 
Q Now, taking that course of direction vhich you have just described 
to us, is the depth of thie muscle (indicating), extending from the vagine 
to the rectal region, sufficient to be able to accommodate an average male 


I 
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Yes. 


And it could accommodate, as you heve already said,a dagger — 


Yes. ) 
— or a third object which you have already mentioned a rung of 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 

a chair? 
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A That is right, I gave that rung of the chair simply for the (120) 
diameter. 

Q Doctor, by way of analogy, am I correct, on the basis of your 
enswers, that where there is ea normal birth, fifteen mimtes after the birth 
has taken place, you would wonder how such a passage could have been made? 

A Wo. I said one says how in the world did that come through, (121) 
decause it is miraculous how the tissues return to their original state, 
Yes, in fifteen minutes? 

Well, I said fifteen minutes, shortly afterwards, yes. 

Fifteen minutes, a helf hour? 

Yes. I am talking about a normal birth. It hasn't returned to its 
original state, you understand, but it has collapsed. 

Q And ek, Ob the GEDAT band, WEE & Wound thet Jen exendinnd ee 
mately ten hours after it took place, which was made by an object of no 
grester dismater then. = penta, sou ere sbile togive us sone definitive tien 
as to an approximation of its depth and latitude? 

A Oh, yes, exactly. As you start in reexamining a womb thet had given 
childbirth, you go in there and dilate that very easily. You can put your 
Fe Savy Tak on wat. oentitl T tell by Zodiling wt Kite, ent gow pant exactly 
tell. You couldn't tell the size of the baby's head, You can say a baby had 
been born, and one covld easily here, I mean, as far as that is concerned, 
since I introduced the beby, we'll get it out of the picture, and it did go 
in for at least 11 centimeters up in here, which was open. It hatn't healed, 
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This had bled very profusely, and when I examined her, it was full of blood, 
end she was still bleeding again when she went into the hospitel. This (122) 
was kept open by bleeding, 

Q ow, Doctor, would you, if you please, more adequately describe 
for us whet you meant by e crack in the hymen? 

A Probably crack was the wrong term I should have said @ little slit. 

Q Alittle slit? 

A. Yes, When I say little, I will leave off little. I will say a slit. 
You see, we'll sey the hymen is this (indicating), my fingers. Now there 
yas a tear right through the hymen so (indicating), and then that ves rether 
temous, thet tear. It by-passed end then went on deep beyond. 

Q So that the object which made this penetration, would you say, 
may also have made that tcar? | 


rn. 


A That is right, I vould say it could have, ani it probably (122) 
did. | 
Q Could you tell us, Doctor, the approxionte length of this teer 
in terms of fractions of an inch? 
A What tear? | 
Q The tear of the hymen vhich you have just described to ts. 
A Oh, I don't imow, Fractions of en inch? Do I have to be (123) 
that specific? | 
Q Well, I em afraid — if you can, Doctor. 
THE COURT: Give your best judgment, thet is all. 
THE WITNESS: I should say a quarter of an inch. 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Q A quarter of an inch tear? 
A Maybe, mybe a Little more, maybe a little less, The mocous membrane 
Q Now, Doctor, I believe you stated you vent to Police Headquarters, 
you got there about 6:00, and you were there approximately two to four hours 
before this defendant allegedly came in end made certain statements; is thet 
A I wouldn't be specific about the hours, because I didn't keep treck, 
I hed to come up from the country, and ve got into town about 6:00 o'clock 
and went directly to Police Headquerters. We set eround for quite a little 
while, and so I shbuld say it vas sonstine between 8:00 end 10200 thet we 
sew him, that I sav him, I wouldn't be specific or pinpoint its 
Q How many times did you see him vhile you were at headquarters? 
A Tf saw him twice, : 
Q And epproximately the first time you sav him wes eround 6:00 (124) 
or shortly thereefter? | 
Boe : 
What time vas it, epproximetely, the firet time you sav hin? 
I wouldn't say. | ! 
Q Wei, Dov son after you erivod thare dt you so the detentent 
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for the first time? 
A if thie Sa not Dela ageoet me, T think it ves pprociately 
hour, en hour and a helf or-maybe two hours. | 
Q Toa ware there thet Long before you sau fin the inet tina? 
A Something like thats It didn't seem inmedietely. 





@ @ 

Q How long was it before you saw him the second time? (124) 

A I saw him twice between 6:00, we'll say, approximately 6200 and 
10:00, and I don't mow exactly the division of time, I don't remember. 

Q Could you give me an estimate of an hour, a half hour, if you know, 
roughly? 

THE WITNESS: Bocanse I am a little confused es to that time. I remember 
we got in about 6:00 and we got out of the police court around about (125) 
10:00, and sav him when he wes being identified; I eat back, and then I 
saw him in the other office, and I saw him twice. I don't really remember 
how close together it was. Probably it was more nearly 10:00 when I saw him 
the second time, 

BY MR. TYLER: 

-Q Dot understand you correctly, or your previous testimony, to state 
thet the time during which he made these alleged statements was during the 
second time you sew him? 

A Yes, it ves. 

Q Let's go back to the first time you saw him on that particular 
enedeten, Whit, €e seythiod, Seioanteed 4b Mma tine? 

What do you mean? 

Well, what did you do or what was he doing when you saw hin? 

He was in the lineup. 

At the time of the lincup, would you tell us what waa seid end done? 





I couldn't. 

I beg your pardon? 

It is necessary? 

Yes. | 

Well, it wes like a radio program, as e matter of fact, 

THE COURT: No, don't tell us what it was like. Just tell us what (126) 
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you sew, please, 

THE WITNESS: Well, that wes pert of what I sew. These several prisoners 
were brought out one at a time, I believe, I was comparing it with Dragnet 
oc wiats ot the time, kod Cow ot « Vaan Shey vere Tned up tefore tits wlorw- 
phone, I suppose it was, and told to repeat certain things, Let me sce, That 
is right, they seid, "Repeat this: I have got to do it to pay my rent. I 
have got to have the money to pay my rent," something of that kind. Each one 
of these prisoners said that particular thing, and that, in substance, is 


whet they said. And shortly after, they passed on and lined up, 








Q 


At at tine, vas there any Sdemtioation mae a8 fo ti (128) 


defendant sitting here? 


A 
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By whos? 
By Mrs. Bood. : 
Miss Hood. ! 
Miss Hood, —- we'll get it in a minute. 
Yes, ! 

I don't renenber. I coulin't begin to eay the exact words. 

Do you remember the general tenor of whet var said? (129) 
Yes. 

Would you give it to us, pleese? i 

Mey sated her, as T get the general trend bere, to put her finger 


upon the one thet she recognized, end she did. She put her finger on this 
man who is sitting here (pointing). 


Q 


Did she at that time explain how she recognised him or, rather, 


aid she — Lette pot the question thts way: Did che quality vty or tn vin 


manner she was identifying him? 


THE CORT: Don't you thick it would be better iF abe seit vost she heard 


by wey of identification? 


} 


THE COURT: Did you heer what she said? 


BY MR. TYLER: 
A412 right, you heard the question of the Court. 





THE WITNESS: T think che ond, "That ts the min," T think she exit 


Now I wouldn't be positive about that. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


BY MR. TYLER: i 
You think she seid thet? 

I think she said thet, 

And what, if anything, did she say then? 
I don't remember. 

Were you present at the tine Mise Hood geve en explanation as to 





the manner in which she wes going to make en identification? (130) 
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Q 


You mean at the police court? 
Yes, Do you understand the question? 

No, I don't. | 

Did she say thet she could identity the man by his voice? Did dhe 


say she could identify him by the way he looked? | 


i bb 
| 
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She said that she was positive that that was the voice. (130) 
That was the voice? 
That’ is right. 
And did she ever tell you that she did not, as a matter of fact, 
iow who it was that attacked her? 

A Yea, I will tell you, if I my, T said, "Do you know who it was? 
Was. he white or black?" If may go ahead — 

Q Go ahead. 
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A And ahe said, "I couldn't be positive, because it was dark, but," 
she said, "I got a silhouette, just a faint silhouette.” She also said that 
for a brief time she was unconscious; that is, she just blacked out for 
very shortly, and she said, "I don't know whether it vas before or after 
the blackout." But she said there was just a silhouette that she got an idea 
it wes a Negro. Also, she said, she rut up her hand and that the head felt 
Hegsoia, that is, as if it vere kinly heir, (231) 

And I said, if I may answer that -- and I said, "Don't get any pre- 
disposition in your mind, because you don't want to throw this thing off. 
There are white men who have heir thet feel like thet and there are white 
men that may have a similar silhouette," So I said, "Try to remember the 
silhouette end try to remember the sensation in your hand, but don't try to 
interpret it." That was the conversation thet I had, and I have tried to 
bear that in mind. 

Q That you. 

Now et eny time, Doctor, in the course of your conversation with her 
during vhich she ves ettempting to identify this defendant, did she mention 
have felt @ scar on the defendant's forehead or on this particular party's 
forehead? | 

A I don’t remember that, 

Q At the time you made the examination, Doctor, of Miss Hood, did 
you have knowledge of ancther ailment which Miss Hood was suffering at that 


time? 
4 She wasn't suffering from any ailment at that time. 


Q Wes there some mentioned made of the fact that she should be or was 
about to begin her menstrual period? 

A That is right, 

g How long, Doctor, aid this flow of blood continue? 
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Which flow? : (132) 
How many flows were there? | 
Well, that was -— are you talking about this wound? 
During this particular time, Doctor. 

A You mean from this injury? 

Q That is right. 

A She was bleeding apparently when she called me, and she was wearing 
several Xotex pads vhen she came into my office which were saturated, and 
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she said that she had changed these Kotex several times. But when I started 
to examine her, there vasn't just more or less black blood and elotted blood 
on the gurface. As soon as I started to examine her, there was a gush of red 
Blood, silat ia examining her 'S diptuybed the clotting mechmtva ant started 
this bleeding all over again, She bled eo much thet we arranged for a trans- 
fusion, but found that she didn't really need it. Now if I may continue, 
please, if I am permitted. | 
We are going to this particular flow of blood. : 
I am coming to that. , 


I mean, we are on that now. 





I am on that now, 
Ali right. : 
Tt vas along in the afternoon before ahe could be operated upon. 
In the mentine, she vas kept together this vay, her buttocls were (133) 
kept together as near as possible, and she wes kept quiet. And, of course, 
as soon a8 she vas on the surgery, up on the surgical table, the blood was 
controlled. So that I would say she bled off and on from the time thet she 
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hed this injury, she was attacked, until surgery controlled it. 
Q And how long a period was it that that took place? | 
A I should say she was operated on, repaired, oh, around about 4:00 


Q Of the day in which she vas admitted to the hospitel?: 

A That is right, | 

Q Watch vae-the day folloving thet vhen she appesred in your office? 

A That is right -- no, no, it was the day that she came in ny office. 

Q The day she came in your office, Was there another flow of blood © 
which followed immediately thereabouts? : 

A Noe ! 

THE COURT: You mean after the operation? ! 


MR. TYLER: Yes, sir. (133} 
THE WITNESS: No, She began menstruating before she left the: 
hospital, but that was -~ I mean, she began menstruating before she left 


the hospital, if that is what you mean. 
BY MR, TYLER: (134) 


2 


Yes, 

How long had she been in the hospital? 

She was in the hospital about a week. 

How long had she been in there before she began menstruating? 
Oh, five or six days. 

Now am I correct, Doctor, in saying that all of the injuries 
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" vbich you have described — | 
& TI have not described all of her injuries, 
g Well, all that you have related to us to tnis extent — is it 
not possible that all of the matters which you have related to us thus 
far could have been caused, as you say, by several things other than a penis? 
THE COURT: You mean possible. 
MR. TYLER: Possible. 
THE WITNESS: You mean this injury to the genitalia? 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Yes. 


Could have been caused by other things? 


QO rf & 


Yes, 
A It is scncetxsbie, It te rather improbable, but it is conceivable. 
MR. HARRIS: I didn't hear that. 
THE COURT: She said it is conceivable rather than improbable; is (135) 
that correct, madam? 
THE WITNESS: That is correct. wt 
BY MR. TYLER: ee 
Q  Dector, in this wound which you have just described, did you find 
eny spermatozoa? 


A Wo. | 
DR. ARON H. GERBER 


was called as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and after being 
duly sworn, was examined and testified es follows: (136) 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION : (136) 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
Now, Doctor, your full name is what? 
Dr. Aaron Gerber. ! 
Sit down, Doctor. Doctor what? : 
Aaron Gerber. : 
And where is your office located, Doctor? 
1835 Eye Stredt, Northwest. ! 
And you are a jracticing physician here in Washington, Ds C., are 





I em, 

And have been for how long, Doctor? 

I graduated in 1934. 2 

And have you practiced medicine here in the District of Columbia — 
Yes, sir, ! 

= since that tine? ! 


No, cin, T have practiced medicine since thet tine, vith the exception 


of the time consumed in training. 





Q find you. have: been practising in Vadiington for tow lacy? 

A About 14 years. ! 

Q Calling your attention to November 10th, I believe, of 1955, did 
you see @ patient identified to you es Miss Hood? ; (137) 

A Yes, sir. | 

Q And Miss Hood was referred to you by whom, Doctor? i 

A By Dr. Grace Purse. 

Q ina is she the doctor vho just preceded you on the stend? She vas on 


the stand just before you were? 
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_And where did you see Miss Hood? 


Yes, sir. 


I saw Miss Hood as a patient in Doctors Hospital. 
Were you called in for surgery in regards to Miss Hoot? 
I was called in for consultation. ; 
And did you make an examination of Miss Hood? 


Yes, sir. 
Was Dr. Purse present at the time? | 
Dr. Purse was present during one of the examinations. 
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Q And how many examinations did you make of Miss Hood on _ (137) 
November 10th? 

A One examinetion was performed in her room and another wes performed 
in the operating room. 

Q What did your exémination consist of and what did you find? 

4& The examination was what was designated as a pelvic examina- (138) 
tion, and I found a laceration of the perineum. 

Q Doctor, I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
Noo 5. You have seen this before, have you not? 

A Yes, sir, 


Q You are familiar with that and know what it is? 
4 Yes, sir, 
Q In regerd to your examination, Doctor, of Miss Hood and what you 


found and as you have explained it to the jury here, the conditions you 
Foe hice eck MRS BOOM, uLAI you Just point ection Bovemmes EXhIDIE Tas 
to where the locations were of these different things that you found? 

A If this were to represent — 

A we Rises petiont er He supine position, lying on her back with her 
Imees drawn up, the landmarks are, from above downwards, the bone in front 
of symphysis (indicating), the bladder, with the urethra leading out of it — 
én other words, this would be the urethritis, from the issue of the urine. 
This (indicating) is the vagina, and this is the ame (indicating), (139) 
with the issue of the-rectal contents. The line which you possibly cannot 
eee at this point would be the humenel ring, The lesceration vhich I found 
upon examination extended from the vestibule which is the area between the 
hymenal ring and the junction of the mejor end minor lips, 

Is that inside the vagina, Doctor? 

The vestibule is at the point of entrance to the vagina, 

The point of entrance, and extends how far back in the vagina? 
You have reference to the vestibule now? 

Yes. 

. It extends to the hymen. 

The hymen? 

Yes, sir. 

So it is en area that is in the vagina; is that right? 

Yes, This (indicating) is a trianguler area, this area concerning 
which you are inquiring now. 
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Q Some of these jurors can't —- hold it up — that is it. (139) 

A All right, sir. This area (indicating) concerning vhich you are 
inquiring now is a trianguler area thet is bounded invardly by the hynenal 
ring and on the outward side by the major end minor lipe of the vagina, 


of the genitals. Does that answer your question? | (140) 
Q Yes. | 


A Now the leceration, then, extended from the vestibule, at the 
root of the hymenal ring, dewnvarda to but not including the emus, ard it 
exterded inwardly fcr a distence of approximately 11 or 12 centinetere, 
dissecting its way in the soft tissue between “he vagina here (indicating) 
ant ihe seuten hers [indicatinny, tn Ger senda, the laceration extended 
invardly in this direction (indicating), exposing the rectal vel. 

Q How deep would you say that was? ! 

A I would say it was avout 11 to 12 centimeter? in depth. 

Q When you say that, cen you give us somethirg that would indicate 


A Well, it is customary for us to cuploy these fingers in the 
measurement of patients for obstetrical purposes. So ve know thet this is 
epproximately 11 centimeters in length, and I was able to inthoauce ny 
fingers tc this point (indicating), I vas able to introduce these fingers 
to this point (indicating) between the vagina and the rectum in this manner. 
Q That is, in the tear? | 
A Taat ta in the laceration, in the tear, yes, sir. i 
Q Now, Doctor, from your examination of Miss Hood at that tine, (1421) 
could you say that injury was caused by a penis? 
A Would you restate the question? 
Q I say, from your examination of Hise Hood and the contitions thet 
you found there, vould you say that thet condition could have been caused 
| 





by a penis? | 
A Are you asking me thet as an expert witness? 3 
Q Well, it is up to you, 
THE COURT: Are you competent to answer it, sir? 
THE WITNESS: Sir? 
THE COURT: Are you competent to answer it? 
THE WITNESS: I would think 80, sir, | 
THE COURT: ALI right, sir, then I think you hed better anever it, if 


| 


you will, 











THE WITNESS: It could be, sir. (141) 


“ee 


| MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of the doctor, Your Honor. 
Qh, just one more question. 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Would you say that all the tears and all that you found there were 
of recent origin, Doctor. 

A Yes, sir, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Theat is all. 

CROSS EXAMINATION (142) 
BY MR. TYLER: 

Q pastor, let me ask you this, sir: Is it probable, sir, that a 
eenia, once having penetrated the vestibule, would take such a course as that? 

A That would depend upon the position of the patient. 

Q Sir? 

A That would depend upon the position of the patient and upon the 
direction intended for the penis. 

Q Well now, take any conceivable position that you like. This pene- 
tration was within the vestibule; is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q Take any position you like. Is it probable, sir, that a penis, 
once having penetrated the vestibule in any position, would take a course 
like that through muscle tissue? 

A hat would depend upon the position of the penis, the position 
intended for the penis to follow. 

Q Would you say, sir, keeping that in mind, that it is (143) 
conceivable thet a penis, once having penetrated the vestibule, would take a 
course like that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q = Is it probable? 

A Under certain circumstances. 

THE COURT: You mean by that the circumstances which you recited, sir? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, meaning, if I may make it clear -- 

THE COURT: Yes, sir, 

BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Go shead, 


A =~ meaning a penis, I made no statement that the object 
was 2 penis, but an object such as a penis, when held in-a certain 
direction and is direction propelled or motivated by the holder of it, 

















can readily produce the injury, the direction of injury which : have (143) 
recited, | 
0 Assuming, of course, that the average male penis is capable of 
sufficient erection for such a penetration, sir. Is it, sir? | 
THE COURT: Is that question clear to you? | 
THE WITNESS: That question is clear, sir, but if I may say 80, it is 
not restating his original question, He is asking a seperate question now, 
THE COURT: All right. | (144) 
Q Answer each one, Doctor. i 
A Nanely, vhether the erection of en average penis is cepeble of 
such an injury. ! 
Any case of injury involves two things, It involves not only the organ 
with which the injury is being perpetrated, but also the tissues vhich are 
being assaulted. So that involves two cases, Therefore, in anawer to your 





question, I would say that given a penis of average erectile power end 


' tissues of the female genitalia of equally average texture, ag a rule, I 


would consider it not likely thet such damage could be performed, 
Q Thank you, Doctor. ! 
Will you indulge us a minute, Your Honor? 


THE COURT: Yes, sir. ! 
BY MR. TYLER: | 
Q Now this damaged tissue, vhich you have related in terms of which 
hace pened gee could have also been caused by numerous other objects; 
is that true, Doctor? ) 


| 
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‘A Yes, sir, 
Q Let me atk you cos cther questicn, Doctor, Wenld my statement to 
the effect that the erection of penis is controlled by the nervous system 
be correct? Imn't the erection of the penis controlled by thd nervous systent? 
A Yes, to some extent, to some extent. | ; (245) 
Q Now in a situstion vhere there is a scuffle ensuing, sir, taking 
place, is the average male penis cepable of obtaining a normel erection? 
A Your Honor, I would ike to say that the question asked properly 
belongs in the field of neurology. I am a gynecologist. 
MARY ALLEN HOOD i 


vas recalled to the stand, ent beving previously been duly som, vas 
exemined and testified further as follows: 


THe COURT: You may proceed, Mr. Tyler. 





CROSS EXAMINATION (Cont'd) (147) 
BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Now, Miss Hood, going back to our statements, our prior Jentinone, 
would you wind telling! us, if you will, when wad the first tine thet you bad 
the occasion to give a description of your assailant to the Police Department? 

A I doen't remember exactly, but I believe {t wae <- I think x tried 
to descride him to the first two policemen who came to me. Now I was in 
something of a state of shock, I don't know how clearly I said anything. 

i think I tried to describe him when I first talked to the police. 

Q i acktsaik,, 3 naaiad Sou waka Seu, Weren't Clase, fat Oo sen Saeed 
the exact description or the approximate description, as near as you can 
remember? 

A No, I don't. I just have some sort of a hazy feeling that I tried 
to describe him, 

Q When was the zext time immediately after this particular tine, 
ined: tie, Ries eeecn lias, Clint yor waded having given « description to Ls 
Police Department? 

A Well, I probably tried to describe him to the next two police 
who came. They came in groups. 

Q That was the next day? 

A No, that night. Some more came. 

Q Is your recollection of that description you gave then clearer 
than the previous description? 

A Not mich. It is all in sort of a haze that I tried to contime (148) 
to describe him, without mech to go on. 

Q Well, on the basis of the description you gave at that time while 
hazy, do you recall the Metropolitan Police Depertment having taken notes 
et that time? 

x Yes, one man sat over on a chair and took notes. 

Q  &nd the description you gave was a description you gave while 
hazy; is that correct? 

A I am not sure, As I say, the whole thing is hazy to me. I remember 
two things very clearly: (1) the policemen very mad et me for not having 
called in before and (2) that somebody was taking notes, and those are my 
clearest memories, 

Q What is the best recollection you can give us of the description 
you gave on those occasions? 

53 


A Well, T think I seid thet he vas a man, end they esked me (148) 
if he vas white or colored, I think I said I thought he was colored because 
I got my hands in his hair, I said he was very strong end thet he hed a lv 
Voice and thet he spoke to me without temper and vithout wrath end very 
quietly. That is about as mich as I can remenber at the time, chiefly 
trying to describe his voice. : 

Q Did you describe his height? 

A Sonebody asted me that, Dut T don't inv at vbet point, vhether st 
was then or later, but they asked me that quite a few times. I don't now 


| 
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when I started to describe it. 
Q West is your recollection of the first figures you gave? 
THE COURT: Then or at any ‘ime, sir? | 
MR. TYLER: Well, the firet one, sir. : 
THE COURT: She doesn't recall whether she did give it then or note 
THE WITNESS: No, I don't, I don"t know when I gave it, but I did try 





later to describe it. 
BY MR, TYLER: | 

Q In accordance with His Honor's question, whet description 40 you 
recell giving es to hight at any time? : 

A 0h, I think I said he wes taller than I, but thet was sbout as 
mich a8 I could eay, because vhen he pulled my heed back, I couldn't see 
anything or anybody, I am very short 

Q Vell nov, how tall @i8 you oxy he vas? Dia you give figures? 

A Wo, I didn't try to give figures. Bow could It You see, T eaid I 
didn't see him, How could I say his height? 

@:: SB that actually, as a matter of fact, there is no recollection 
of this face as it is, the actual face, there is no recollection of (150) 
any picture of any face? : 

A Qh, yes, there is, There is a recollection of his silhouette es he 
stood over me. 


cen it not, of millions of people? 
A Oh, yes. 
Q And there are millions of people with the same silhouette; would 
that be correct? | 
A Roughly, you are right. 





Q I em speaking now of features. You have no present picture (150) 
or recollection of this face or any face? 

A Qh, yes, I have, I remesber those high nostrils, that protruding 
mouth, the forehead and I -~ remember, this is a silhouette view. It was a 
view from the aide, Yea, I remexber the eilhoustte view, not well, nind you, 
but just the pointe I described, and I did try to describe -- 

Q You did tell the police that you could not identify this man by 
sight, and you have already told us that you could not identify this man by 
sight, 

& That is right. Well, I have a memory of his silhouette, -= now, 
mind you, not a memory that would stand by itself without any other support 
but, nevertheless, @ memory of his silhouette. 

Q Memory of a silhouette? 

A Yes, that is right. 

Q Son. in your petiance, salem, viel ie u xltboustte? What do you 
call a silhouette? | 

A i ates see, Se a a. 

Q A Bide view of a head? 

A That is right. 

Q When you say side view, you are speaking of the actual physical 
outlines of the face, aren't you? 

A Yess 

© My silhouette would be the physical structures of my face? 

A Tt would be something more known professionally as the picture 
Line, not the structure, mind you, but the outline. 
| that is right, just the outline of the face. 

That is right. 
So that, actually, whet you say was this (illustrating)? 

A Right, with some of the beck of the head, of course, which you 
just blocked off. I saw roughly from about here (indicating) on up. 

Q In silhouette? 

A That is right. 

THE COURT: Whet 41d you eay about back of the head? 

THE WITNESS: Well, he just took a piece of paper and blocked off (152) 
bis eer and the beck of his head. I sew his whole heed from here (indicating) 
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Q Yes, but actually what you saw was one shadow? | (152) 
A That is right, T couldn't even tel viet the color of his chin was. 
AltA I saw was the silhouette against the light. 
Q ha a meter of fect, you didn't tnow vbether be va vite or claret 
A No, I wasn't sure. 
Q One questions Hov mich tine ar, rather, bov many tines during (155) 
the course of this altercation aid you actuelly heer this particular 
assailant's voice? : 
A Which altercation? ! 
THE COURT: Speaking of the night of the 9th, the night of the 9th, in 
THE WITNESS: I couldn't tell you hov many times, but I heard it quite 
a bit, perticularly when he seid he was going to shoot me between the eyes. 


BY MR, TYLER: 
Q When he said that, was that after you had recovered con- (156) 
sciousness? | 


A 0h, n0,Be started out that way. Then he said it after I recovered 
consciousness, unfernesth vbat I later determined vas the etatz vell; et | 
the tine I did not mov it, That was bis, I should say, his per point of 
conversation, his convincing me. I hever doubted thet he would. I heard it 
many tines, and he had quite a lot to exy ruming along. I think he telked 
to me pretty much the vhole time in a lov, my I say, friendly tone of voice. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION (163) 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | : 

Q Was it at that time that the defendant made the admissions (166) 
to you as to what happened on November 9th? | 

A Yeo, but uy reservations vere dropped before he nade the eduissione 
at the tone of his voice, but it was at that time that he made the admissions, 

Q@ Now in those admissions, Mies Bod, do you recall as to (167) 
whether or not the defendant said anything as to vhere he vent after he 
left you in that besenent? | 

A Yes, he did, 

Q a a ee eee 

A He said he vent out in the park and sat down end thet a policeman 
passed right by him, and then he seid he went to his father's and borroved 
the rest of the money for his rent. , 

Q Do you recall how much be seid he borrowed from his father? 
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A He said his rent was ten dollars, I believe he said he (167) 
borrowed the difference, I am not sure. 
Q What difference? . 
A It would be about six dollars, between four and ten, That is rather 
an: epeueimation, eckine E acdt% Knew Theat duck he Scwady Rad 
RECROSS EXAMINATION (172) 
BY MR, TYLER: | 

Q Miss Hood, going back a moment to the testimony you stated the 
defendant allegedly gave you, do I understand you correctly now in your redirect 
to state thet the defendant Coleman told you that he did not at eny time harm you? 

A That is what he told me. 

Q Miss Hood, did I also understand you to say that he told you you 
fell on an object in the basement there? . 

A He said I got hurt by falling on a tack, 

MR. TYLER: Thank you. 

CHARLES F, SULLIVAN (173) 
wen callin’ an 2 vidusew by ead cx bands of Be Goverment, ant after being 
Sci eenctriy: Wan exerci, and Lectin’ te Oetones 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q sow, He, Sullivan, your £012 news te whett 
A  Cherles F, Sullivan. 
Q And you are @ member of the Metropolitan Police Department? » 
A Yes, sir. 
Q Assigned to eny particuler detail on the Metropolitan Police Depart= 


A Yes, sir, I em assigned to the Bureau of Identification. 

Q Were you assigned et thet particuler date, Jamary 15, 1956, to 
the Burean of Identification of the Metropolitan Police Department? 

A ¢ we, sir. 

Q And as a member of the Police Department, assigned to the Bureau — 
of Identification, whet are your duties? 

A My duties are to fingerprint and to photograph prisoners (174) 
thet ere brought into the Police Department. 

Q I show you Government Exhibits marked for identification 10 and 10-A, 
Mr, Sullivan, and esk you if you can identify those? 











A Yes, sis Rane are the fingerptate of Core Clea (2:74) 
that were taken on January 15, 1956. ! 
Q = By you? 7 


A By ne. There me fingerprints on coe side ent pein pints of both 
hends on the reverse, 


Q AE, ee mee ae 
is what? 


A This is e fece card with the fingerrints of both ands eat th 
right-hand palm on the rear, 
Government Exhibit 10-A is what? 

This is the left hand, teken of the whole palm, 
Did you take these personally? 

Yes, sir, I took them personally. 7 
Do you see Charles Coleman in court here todey — ! (175) 





Yes. 

~~ whose fingerprints these are? 

Yes, that is correct. 

Will you point at him? 

Yes, sir. He is the defendant (pointing). 
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CROSS EXAMINATTON 
BY MR, TYLER: | 
Q Sir, does this card represent a standard form used by the Metropolitan 


A Yes, six, that is correct, That is a standard form, | 

Q Is ita fect, sir, or is it eo, that each time a person is arrested, 
they are fingerprinted thusly on these cards? ! 

THE COURT: Excuse mes : 

(At the bench?) | ; 

THE COURT: Here egain I am talking sbout something I don't imov shout, 
but I vant to put you on notice, I don't think they are every time they ere 
arrested, I think you are going to get an ensver, a felony or something 
serious now, You are entitled to it if you want it. | 

MR, HARRIS: I think whet he hes in mind, Your Honor, is the custom, (276) 
I think he is driving as to the custom of complete identification, 

THE COURT: You ere perfectly right in asking it, but I vant you to Inov. 

MR, HARRIS: Thank you. : 

THE COURT: T think you vith get another ener, So 2¢ you oan change St — 
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@ a) 
MR, TYLER: Yes, sir, (176) 
{In open courts) 
MR. TYLER: Will you indulge us for a moment, please? 
THE COURT: Yes, sir, 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Q Now, sir, is this the customary form which you use in the Metropolitan 


Police Department for fingerprinting? 


A Yes, sir, that is the standard form, 

Q How, locking at this card, sir, this standard form, with prints 
on it, how do you ‘mow \that these are the prints of Charles C,. Coleman? 

A Z bave talzen those prints with that man's fingers, and as soon as 
dive wide S5ASiAd, ab don Wh 'Y Pinte: the decroeaeland d4 Bay 7 ee 
name and the date on there, 

Q let me ask you this, sir, Apart from the stamp of your signa- (177) 
ture ani the date, howido you identify thie as being the card which, in fact, 
was the one you stamped? 

A tT don't see what you are driving at. This is the card that (178) 
I stamped. 

Q Well now, there are many forms and many prints, Only as to this, | 
ste, 10 te when eh, Joue ‘name van Coben Oot OF been oe Gis dete eae fr 
off of there, could you tell whether this was Charles Coleman's card from 
anyone else's? 

A Yes, sir, I could take his fingerprints again and classify them 
ent ccm to the egeocmant tak they exe ide Singernetets, yer 

Q I mean, spert from the prints, on observation? 

A Wo, sir, I couldn't tell whether I took them or whether someone 
else took them. 

Q So that actually, sir, if there vas another card taken out of the 
file end it was stemped, es this one és here, with your etamp and your 
signature, then, apart from an examination of the prints themselves, you 
wouldn't be able to distinguish one card from the other; is that correct, sir? 

A As far as my name on that card is concerned now -- I don't get 
whet you are driving et, but I can tell the prints, I can classify the prints, 
ant vegusdieds of vices tame te ettaped on f¢, 14 talaign- to tie varty 
through fingerprint classification, 

Q Yes, sir, I am aware of that. Let me ask you this, sir, Prior to 
ociing tune sam totes, dtd you au on these pectinnbes cards eo exmmietin 
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to, should I say, re-escertein whether or not the prints on here were, (179) 
in fact, Coleman's? : 

A I do in they vere his because he vas the only one in there at 
the time. | : 

Q No, siz, you don't understand ay question, I think T an correct, 
am I not, in saying that the only actual vay, as a matter of fact, we cen 
tell. vhose prints are vhose is by an examination end classification of the 
prints themselves? | 

A That is true. | 

Q The card vhich I am holding nov, vhich purports to be the prints 
of Charles C, Coleman, vas there any examination made on this particular 
card after the tine you took the prints to ascertein vhether or not the 


card which you have here now, today, is the fact the card which you used? 








A I don't see what examination you meen, I have teken the men's 
examination; I have taken his prints, I know I have taken his prints, I have 
stamped them, I don't imov vhet examinetion you mean. I don't ikhow.vhet you 
are driving at. ! 

MR. TYLER: Am I permitted to epproech the bench? | (180) 

THE COURT: Yes, sir, certainly, i 

(At the benchs) | | 
een 
That is why ve questioned it, Your Honor. : 

THE COURT: Ho, ae e matter of fact, you hive gut @ perfost right to 
question it, but let me see, T mderetend hin to sxy vhen thie man ame tn, 
he personelly took the men's fingers end placed them upon this card, end he 
hes the man's nane end mumber up at the top here, And then after he per~ 
sonally did thet, he stamped this and he put this on, | 

MR. TYLER: Yes, sir. Nov the only thing, sir, was whether or not, as a 
matter of fact, this card is the card on vhich he performed this particular 
operation, this man having denied his signature on this card. Now it could 
be proven by en examination of the clessificetion of his fingerprints, but I 
am speeking for purposes Of identification here today the identification on 
the cand itself, es to whether or not this is the card. He 18 questioning 
the validity of this card on the basis of his signature. 

THE COURR::I don't blame him for questioning it, I mean, as far as that 
is concerned, but I thought maybe it might belp you if this man started at (282) 








the beginning end went through and told what he did, end then askhin if, in 
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fact, he actually did that in this particular case, and then ask him (181) 
about the signature, too, 

MR. HARRIS: I see. 

THE COURT: I am just suggesting that it might be a happy way. 

MR. HARRIS: I wanted Your Honor to know what we were laboring under. 

THE COURT: I understand that, but I don't think that is bringing that 
signature out. . 

MR. HARRIS: I was trying to show you what we were working on, 

THE COURT: Yes, sir, 


{In open courts) 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Q Tel us, sir, exactly what you did with this defendant from the 
time he came into your presence until the time he left your presence. (182) 


A Well, sir, he was brought into my office. There were two of us 
on duty. The lineup sheet, thet is, the paper that accompanies him to our 
citine te called « Viascy shack — tink given the manly come, hin addon 
and short remarks of what he is being sent to the Fingerprint Bureau for. 
Now, I took thet and I looked hie picture up in the file, Then I handed ; 
him those fingerprint cards, It is a routine to give him those fingerprint 
ecards to sign, He signs them in my presence, 

Q I am sorry, I didn't hear the last sentence, 

A = As he came into my office, I take the lineup sheet. I give him 
those cards to sign. He signs his signature on them, I take and fingerprint 
tho man, and then I stamp my name and the date on there, Then his picture 
58 taken, indi teem hon on, de geek tithy He Good back 46 the call. Kank 

Q This card represents that procedure, sir? 

A Ton, vir, Yank be part oF ibe peosedaces 

Q And the cards ere subsequently filed avay, 

Now let me ask you this, air, On these cards, is 4t customary or do 
} you, sir, es a matter of your routine there, have the person sign? 

A Yes, sir, that is in the lover right-hand corner, vhere it says 
"Signeture of Prisoner." 

a) If you recall, sir, vould you tell us, 4f you are able to, (183) 
whether or not the card to which you are just referring, -- was it signed 
in your presence or was it signed outside your presence, sir. 

A Well, I couldn't say whether I actually saw him sign it, but I 
handed him the pen ané then I believe I turned my beck while something else -- 





él 

















~- H 
} Q So that, as a matter of fect, sir, you don't know whether (183) 

the sigueture voich purports to be Cartes G. Coleum ie the signetare 
* actually of this defendant or not, do you? : 

A isis adil: cela nce dadlaaseieaiaindiclilie 

witnessed him signing it or not. | 
q Q Thank you, sir. ! 
! MR. TYLER: No further questions, Your Honor. ! 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: : 
Q You say you give him this card and have him eign it before the 

: prints are teken; is that right? : 
| A Yes, sir, that is right, sir, | 
Q snd then the prints — | 
A = are taken and I stamp the card with the date, 
: Q Do you renenber giving this defendant this card to sign? 
2 A Yea, sir, I remember handing him the card to signs | 
: Q Then you remember getting the card back? 
‘ BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: , 
fe Q Then you remeuber getting the card beck from the defenient (184) 
P end actually taking his prints? : 
.. A Yes, sir, that is true. | 
: MR, McLAUGHLIN: That is all. ! 
A BY MR. TYLER: : 
Le Q But you did not actually see the signing of the card, did yout 
! A I don't recall now, a | 
¢ JOE B. SINGLETON : (187) 
! wes called as a witnese by anton bebalf of the Government, ant efter being 
| duly sworn, wes examined end testified as follows: ! y, 
\ DIRECT EXAMINATION ; 
le BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: : 


Now, Officer, your full name is whet? ! 
John B. Singleton. | 
And you are a member of the Metropolitan Police Department? 
I em. | 
designed to ary pertioclar detest in the Metropolitan Police 


Department? | 
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The Identification Bureau, ~ (187) 
How long have you been assigned to the Identification Bureau? 
Since April, 1947, 
Have you devoted your full time to thet particular branch, the 
Bureeu cf Identification? 
& tT have. (188) 
What are your duties as a member of the Bureau of Identification? 


Whet kind of tests? 


THE COURT: Chemical teste. 

BY MR. McoLAUGHLIN: 
Q And you have been doing that, you say, for how long? 
A Since April, 1947. 
Q 


And as a member of the Metropolitan Police Department in that 
particular branch, have you testified in the District Courts here as a 
specialist in that fingerprinting? 

A I have. 

Q What preparation heve you made in the line of fingerprinting, we'll 
say, the study of fingerprinting? 

A I took a course conducted by the Department prior to my entering 
the Identification Burem, and upon entering the Identification Bureau, was 
under the instruction of the heads of the Department, which have been 
Lieutenant Bohannon, Sergeant Sandberg -- 

THE COURT: =I didn't hear that, 

THE WITNESS: Lieutenant Bohannon, Sergeant Sandberg end Corporal Hayden. 
And then I have read texts concerned with the work, (189) 

BY MR, McLAUGELIN: 

Q And prior to going with the Police Department, what has been your 
education? 

4 I completed high school and had two years of college, and I attende* 
@ year end a half et Georgetown Medical School. 

MR. TYLER: Georgetown what? 

THE WITNESS: Medical School, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Do you want to ask him eny questions? 

MR. HARRIS: I don’t know for what purpose you are offering him, 

MR, McLAUGHLIN: Fingerprint expert. 

MR, TYLER: Will you indwige us for a moment? 


— 











THE COURT: Yes, sir.. | (189) 


MR. TYLER: Yes, I have a couple questions. 
THE COURT: All right. ! 
VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION 4 4 
BY MR. TYLER: | 
Q Now, sir, this course vhich you took before you entered the Bureau, 
thet is, the Identification Bureau, from vhat source vas thet course obtained, 
sir, Do you understand the question? ! 
A I understand. The source was the Department, The Department (190) 
conducted a course for members of the Department who volunteered to take 
or not to teke. ! 





Q This is e general course which any meuber of the Metropolitan 
Police Department can obtain? : 

A It was a course on firgerprinting. It was general. ! 
It is availeble to any member of the Metropolitan Police Depertnent? 
At that time it wes, yes. | 
Approximately how long did this course last? : 
I think it vas four to six weeks; I don't recall exactly. 
Do you know which source supplied the instructors for this course? 
Were they members of the Metropoliten Police Depertment ar who were they, 
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A They vere nembere of the Identification Buresu at thet tine. 
Q At any tine during this course, vere you acquainted with or made 
mown a8 to the qualifications of the instructors of this course, sir? 
THE COURT: You would like to know who they vere and what was their 
background, sir? ) 
MR. TYLER: Yes, sir. 
THE COURT: Do you remember vho they vere, sir? Who were the instructors? 
THE WETNESS: One of the instructors ves Hovard Billings, who ves 8 (291) 
member of the Identificetion Bureau. | 
THE COURT: Identification Bureau of the Metropoliten Police Foree, sir? 
{HE WITNESS: Yes, , 
THE COURT: All right, sir. | 
THE WITNESS: I am quite certain Mr, Lereen, vho vas in charge at thet 
time, talked to us, too, On the whole, the course was turned over to the care 
of Howard Billings. ! 








MR. TYLER: Do you have ancther question, Your Honor? 





THE COURT: No, indeed. I was just trying to understand whet you (192) 

asked him, sir. 
BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Are you acquainted with any of the individual qualifications of the 
gentlemen whose names you have just given us? 

A They worked for some years in the Identification Bureau and were 
familiar with fingerprint work, | 
Apart from that, is there anything else you could add? 
About them? 
Along that line. 
Adout then? 
Yes, sir; 
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No; 
Have you, sir, written any articles or mace azy special (192) 


stucies or given any special reports pertaining to the science of fingerprint 
identification? — 


oO 


Written are articles? 

Yes, sir. 

Do you mean for publication? 
Yes, sir, 

No. 


Have you written any articles for general distribution within the 


Metropolitan Police Department? 
A No. 


g Getting to the course under the heads of Lieutenant Bohannon, 
Senpeank Basthere eat Coxmerel veyaee, sis, axe 900 acceded 400i any of 
the qualifications of these gentlemen? 

A I am more acquainted with them because I have been working with 
them constantly since I have been there. 

Q Could you relate to us in any sequence you like, either with 
Sergeant Sandberg or Lieutenant Bohannon or Corporal Heyden, any of their 
specific qualifications which you are personally acquainted with, sir? 

A In what regard, qualifications as to fingerprint work? 

Q Yes, sir. 

A Well, Liewtenant Bohannon and Sergeant Sandberg both have been in 
the Identification Bureau approximately, well to be very safe, ten (193) 
years; it has been more than that, and they have constantly been working | 
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with fingerprint work. Corporal Hayden has been there longer then (193) 
either Lieutenant Bohannon or Sergeant Sandberg, and both have had over 
these years the experience that would cous their vay through the normal vor 
in fingerprint work which we get every day. 

0 Do I understand the substance of your testimony to meen, sir, that 
epert from their general qualifications erising by virtue of their daily 
contact with fingerprint werk, you are not scqueinted with enything other 
than that? ! 











A ee 

Q Whatever you have, sir, pertaining to this particular matter, their 
qualificatione that you personally are acquainted with. : 

THE COURT: You mean courses which they may have teken, gir? 

MR, TYLER: Yes, sir. | 

THE COURT: Courses end studies -- 





BY R, TYLER: . : 

Q —viich you feel, sir, vould lend or enhance their qualifications 
to teach this course. ! 

A Well, both have attended conventions of the International Identifica 
tion Association. | 
Mey I-interrupt you there, sir? How long is thet held? (194) 
It lasts about, oh, four or five days, I think, : 

Do you imow vhst takes place during those conventions? 

Yes . There are invited speakers end keeping abreast of the develop- 
ments in the fingerprint study, not only fingerprints, also in the work 
pertaining to identification bureaus. | 

Q salt dic ona ouemetmeinaniclaonand 
You may continue. 

A ‘You esked vhat - : 

Q the quilificetions with vhich you are persontliy eoqueinted, sir, 
the things which lend themselves to enhencing the qualifications of 
Lieutenant Bohannon, Sergeant Sandberg and Corporal Hayden, 

A Well, T knov thet they both have studied from the texte thet are 
availsble in fingerprint ani identificetion bureea work and heve relayed 
the same books on over to us, vhich ve have in turn reed, and their general 
every dey experience and contect with the work. : 

Q Apart from thet, sir, is there enything you wish to add slong 
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A I don't think so. I don't think so. (194) 
MR. TYLER: We have no further questions of this witness, sir, 
THE COURT: All right, sir. 
BY MR, McLADGHLIN: : (195) 
Q Have you yourself read books on fingerprinting? 
A Yes, I have, 
Q In regard to Lieutenant Bohannon, do you know what his education is? 
A Lieutenant Bohannon is a graduate of Georgetown University and 
has had e Ph.D. from Maryland. | 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have. 
fl BY MR. TYLER: 
Q = Well, “an do you know in which field or in which major subject 
he graduated from Maryland University? 
A It was in chemistry. 
Q Do you tnow tn which mubjecte he obtained a PiD,, sir? 
A Georgetown -- you said Maryland, I thought you said. 
THE COURT: It is reversed. 
BY MRo TYLER: 
Q I beg your pardon, I believe you stated he attended Maryland 
University and got through Maryland; am I correct? 
‘ A No, he is a graduate from Georgetown. 
Q I beg your pardon, He is a graduate from Georgetown. From which 
school did he obtain his Ph.D.? 


A Maryland. . | 
Q He graduated from Georgetown. Am I understanding you (196) 
correctly now that his degree was in chemistry from Georgetown? 
2 A Mey I state at this time thet I am under the opinion he has a 


Ph.D. It could be that I would be wrong about that. I am certain that he 
| worked on it, and I am of the opinion that he has it. But for safety's sake, 
a 160 an aie tame ie conelnne had tu aoenn't Have 44. 

Q Do you know which field of study he was pursuing as a Ph.D.? 

A Ph.D. was chemistry. 

Q What was that degree at Georgetown? Was that chemistry, too, sir? 
A tf think that was batchelor of science, 

MR. TYLER: I have no further questions, 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: I have no further questions. 
MR. TYLER: May be approach the bench, Your Honor? 
(At the bench:) 


MR. TILER: Your Honor, we submit, it is our opinion, based upon (196) 
what we have heard, that thie is not the type of qualifications which eah 
lend itself to a man being an expert on fingerprints. I em sure e general 
course supplied by the Metropolitan Police Department for its imenbers ~- 

THE COURT: I don't think, when hesaysa general course, ‘eat amet (197) 
what you say, It is a course pines. tig tim Police Depattnert de exctain 
members who want to specialize in fingerprinting. It is not a pert of the 
regular course in that sense, Put I just wonder. If you have any question 
about it, during the recess you can get some of these other people over 
and give their cualifications, if you really want it. | 

MR. TYLER: Yes, sir, I would want it. | 

MR, HAPRIS: I vould eubmit, Your Honor, this gentlemen, the witnees on 
the stand, is not quelified as an expert. | 


MR, McLAUGELIN: You understand his qualifications. Ee has eppeared and 
seetified as an expert in District Courts before. | 
THE COURT: Yes, on mary occasions, : 
MR, HARRIS: That question was not asked. | 


THE COURT: Yes, he did. 
MR. HARRIS: That he appeared in court, but, Your Honor, along with that 


= think the record will show thet he asked a number of questions on photography. 
THE COURT: Well, we can supply that. | 





MR. HARRIS: Therefore, that would make him inexpert along) those lines. 
THE COURT: Ye are not concerned with anything except fingerprinting. 
Let's see if he has got that. : 
MR. HARRIS: I repeat, he is not qualified. | 
THE COURT: We can enlarge upon that, but what I am asking you (198) 
about nov, if you are interested in having the schooling end baclground 
ot Lisctanant penamnon, tak ean be gotten, | 
(In open courts) : 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
Q Officer Singleton, with regard to the authors, can you neme some 
of the authors on handwriting that you have read? i 
MR, HARRIS: Fingerprinting. 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 7 
Q Fingerprinting, rather. | 
A Yes. There was a course by Cook on fingerprinting, @ Chicago firm. 
I read that. There is also a book by Bridges, e fingerprint expert, who hes 
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written a book. Wentworth and Wilder are two other authors, finger- (198) 
print men, who have written e book together. Soderman and O'Connell heve 
written a more general police book but which has a good section on fingerprint 
work. Then we receive a magazine each month from the Identification Association, 
and we also receive each month a bulletin or magazine from the FBI which 
deals with fingerprints. There may have been some others, but those in 
general, are the books and papers that I have read. 

Q You say you have been assigned to the Bureau of Identification of 
the Metropolitan Police Department since 1948? (199) 

A ‘47. 

Q From 1947 up until the present time, have you devoted your full 
time to that department as a member of the Metropolitan Police Department? 

A That is right. 

Q And during the day, your working days, is the time devoted entirely 
to the study of fingerprinting and photogrephing and other tests? 

A Our general work -=- that is all we do. We have no other duties 
ether than Identification Bureau work, which involves, as I said, general 
tingecprint vork, vhich is quite a bit, too, from stert to finteb, end then 
we have photography work, We have our own laboratory and we take pictures, 
We not only take the pictures, but we process the pictures, and we have a 
labcratory for chemical tests. 

Q Do you aiso test blood as part of your work? 

A Yes. 

Q From 1948 up until the present time, how many individual finger- 
prizts would you say you had occasion to, ve'll say, examine? 

THE COURT: °47, | 

BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: 

o LT 

‘A Well, over a big period like that for me to think of a number, {70C' 
I really don't think of it that wey. | 

‘THE COURT: You have been there nine years; is that right, sir? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, 

TH2 COURT: How many do you examine in a week, on the average, sir? 

THE WITNESS: Well, break it down to a day. I expect in a trek of duty, 
normally, for fingerprint work, perhaps an average of, say, ten a day, 
something like thet, fingerprint cards of one form or another, from finger- 
printing them to clessying to filing, I think ten a day would be an averages 
THE COURT: Throughout the nine years, sir? 

THe WITNESS: Yes. 








MR. TYLER: We will concede at this time, Your Honor, that he is (202) 
an expert. \ J : 


Ne 


JOHN B, SINGLETON ! (203) 
resumed the witness stand, end having previously been duly svorn, wes 
examined and testified further es follows: | 





THE COURT: You may proceed, Mr. McLaughlin. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION (resumed) 
BY MR, McLAUCHLIN: | 
Q All right, Officer Singleton, as a nenber of the Metropolitan 
Police Departuent, on Novenber 10, 1955, did you have an occasion to go to 2 
Buclid Street address? | : 
A I did. , 
Q And after you arrived there, did you do anything vhile in the (204) 
garage at those premises? : 
A Yes, I aia, 





oO 


Whet did you do? 
4 I first took photographs. : 

Q I vill show you Government Exhibits marked for identification 
6, 7, 8 and 9 end ask you if those photographs vere taken by you while in 
the garage of those premises? ! 

A Yes, these are photographs I took, : 

Q A12 right, whet else did you do while in the garage of those premises? 

A IT dusted vith fingerprint dusting powder some various objects. 

Q Can you recall what objects you dusted with the fingerprint (205) 
powder? | 

A Yes, In a smell open closet -— it vas a amell room —- vith no door 
on it, just # recess, there ves an ofl drum and tvo wooden covers, I later 
iearned they were radiator covers, plywood. ! 

Q I will show you Goverment Exhibit marked for identification No. 9. 
Does thet photograph show the eloset or place thet you refer to? 

i ais 


Q Go ahead, what did you do? : 

A I dusted the tvo wooden radiator covers. The ofl drum vas too oily. 
T did examine 4%, however. | 

Q Did you examine any other objects in the garage besides those? 

A Yes. There were several beer cans end several beer bottles and a 
match ped that were in the immediete vicinity, and they were checked. 





Q As @ result of the articles that you have enumerated as (205) 
checked == what do you mean by checking? 

A Either by examining visually and, if it warranted, to dust and 
powder to bring out prints that I saw. 

Q Will you explain, if you will, what you mean by the powder, how 
you applied the powder? 

A Well, to bring out latent fingerprints or palm prints, we have 
Several colored povders that are extremely finely ground, and with (206) 
the aid of e camel hair brush, e small brush, we dip into the powler and 
get a small emount of the powder with the brush and then apply it to a surface 
where we may either sec fingerprints or suspect that there might be finger- 
prints, and if there are fingerprints there, the residue left by the ridges 
of the fingerprints or palm, the residue left by the tops of the ridges 
tiie ns "ha SinSdony. and gow ake Tei pattern ok Wie alterna et Hs 
fingerprint left on the surface, Well, this residue holds the powder, and 
where there isn't any residue, there isn't any powder held, As a result, you 
have your pettern of the ridges as they were left on the surface that had 
been touched. | 

Q From those objects that you have examined in the basement of those 
premises, did you lift any fingerprints from any of those objects? 

I did. 
How many fingerprints were you able to lift? 
Well, in ell, I believe there were four or five; Let me sed. 
There were five. 
Five prints? 
They were not all fingerprints. Some were palm, 
And do you recall from what objects you lifted the five (207) 


Yes. Three of the prints were from the beer cans and beer bottles. 
And what were the other prints that you had lifted? 
And the other two prints were from the top of a radiator cover, 


a ee 


which is shown in the picture, which ves in this very smell cloect like room 
next to the of drum, 
(Government Exhibit 11 was marked for identification.) 
BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: 
Q I wild show you Goverment Exhibit marked for identification Noe 11, 
and esk you if that is the radiator covering that you referred to? 
A It is. 








| 
i 


Q Will you explain the position thet you found Government (208) 
Exhibit 11 as it was in that roon? | 





A Yes, As I said, there ves en oil drum and two radistor covers. 
This particular rediator cover was to the left and neer the oil drum. So 
that this portion here (indicating), with the hole, would have been visible 
to the front as you were looking in, end that side there (indicating) vould 
have been next to the cil drum, end the reer of this small room would have 
been at thet end (indicating) and near the ofl to this side, ani thet (209) 
portion standing on the floor was also standing on the floor in the room. 

Q Now, hoy many prints aid you lift from Goverment Exhibit marked 
for identification No. 11? | 

A Well, I 1itted two prints, It wes actually Lifted in sections of 
the same print. The one print I lifted, this one bere (indicating), cane 
from right bere (infesting), end the other one came from across here 
(indicating). 











(Government Exhibits 12 and 13 vere merkod for 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
Q Now, I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 12 
A stole oneal cael Tala 
now = right here, like this (indicating). | 
Q I show you Goverment Exhibit marked for identitication los 13 
end ask you where that was lifted froa? Turn around this way so the jury can see. 
A That one vas lifted frém there like that (indicsting). 
Q I will show you Goverment Exhibit marked for identification Noe 10. 
You are femilier with that exhibit; is that right? : 


A = Ye@e ! 

Q And you have had that exhibit in your possession; ig that (210) 
right? ! 

A Yes, - 





Q Whet else did you do while in the garage there et the Euclid Stroet 


A In observing the immediate surroundings, there vere some spots on 
the floor which eppeared to be blood. | 
Q ~=—s Amd where were those spots? 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





~ 


A They were in the immediate vicinity of this radiator cover (210) 
and the oil drum. They were on the floor. 

Q Would that be in the open garage? 

A No.. It was behind -- if there were a door there on this opening, it 
would have been behind the door. 

Q = And that you ere referring to Government Exhibit marked No. 93 
is that right? . | 

A No. 9, yes. 

Q #23 stil, endl ‘eet GS you do ty woferense to what seu Bowe 
were blood spots at that time? 

A I scraped the scrapings or the spots. 

Q From where? 

A From the floor, and carefully placed them in this little box. 
There are still some of the scrapings in here. 

Q Getting back to Government Exhibits 12 and 13, in reference to 
Government Exhibits 12 and 13 that you have identified you lifted from the 
radiatar cover, just tell us vhet process you went through, how dia (212) 
you do it, to get Government Exhibits 12 and 13, 

A Well, to xepeet,, T hed the Bleck guden, wailed would be dhe powder 
ioe 0 Riyht murfanc, vide Gheb ts w grays ie Wight odlored gu@nse, and. xdth 
the camel hair brush and the powder, I applied it lightly over the area of 
this radiator cover, and as I explained, if there were prints on the box -- 

© Just tell us what you did in this perticuler instance. 

& I applied the powder over the area of the box here first, and as I 
Sec. « pelee Gece tp, Oe tha ponder aaneeed to: pest. of dt, shah T eadld wm 
vas @ palm print. So I dusted it out cerefully, and then with Scotch tape, I 
lifted the print. I applied the Scotch tape to the print, lifted it, and 
then put it on white photographic peper for a background, 

Q Showing you Government Exhibits 12 and 13, have they got that 
adhesive on there? 

A Yes, It is right here (indicating). 

Q Ané that adhesive is the one you applied to the powder after you 
covered the surface of the radiator cap? 


A Yes. 

Q So that when you left those premises on November 10, 1955, did you 
heve Government Exhibits 12 and 13 with you at that time? (212) 

A I did, 





Q evi vene Wey 38 Ga sleds Sere: an Gey see ew bo (212) 
you left those premiscs? ! 
A Other than that these have been handled some. ! 

Thet is what I say. They have been handled; is thet right? 


Q 
A Yes, 
Q 





Did you bring the other prints that you hed lifted from the beer cans? 





A Yes, They still are in my possession. 
Q Where did you bring those prints that you had lifted from those 
premises on November 10, 1955? | 





A I brought them to the Identification Bureau. | 

Q And that is in Police Headquarters, Metropolitan Police Headquarters? 

A = Yes, It is on the third floor, in the Detective Buren. 

Q In reference to Government Exhibit marked for identification Noe 10, 
aia you make any comparison with Government Exhibits 12 and 13 thet you had 
lifted from the premises with Government Exhibit marked for identitica- (213) 
tion No. 10? ; 

A I did. | 

Q pains lareaciaaa emma aaa 
print that was lifted from those premises? | 

A I used the customary procedure. I had the Istent prints — -- one in 
particular is an easier print to spot - — ani I used thet mostly. 

Q No, vhat comparison dia you make vith Goverment 22 and Government - 
Exhibit 10? 

AT compared 12, which is the letent print, with the palm print, 
the left palm print of Exhibit 10. 

. How do you do that? 

A Well, for a rough examination, you do it vith just your (214) 
regular, unassisted vision, and that pert of it eliminates a lot. You cen 
tell, for instance, the general formation, to see that that is there, end I 
aid find that the general formation was there. | 

Q What do you mean by that? ! 

A This particular print -- | 

Q That is Government Exhibit 12, Refer to it by that. 

A Exhibit 12 has a loop affair in the left palm. And using that as 
a guide, if there were no loop formation in the left pelm, why, I need go m0 





further. 
Q Now the left palm of what? 
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A Of the palm prints, (214) 
Q That is, Government 10? 
A Yes. And I did see the loop formation. So then with the aid of a 
fingerprint glass, as we call them, e magnifying glass (illustrating), you 


compare the latent print with the palm print. 

Q When you say the letent print, you are feferring to what exhibit 
here? 

A 12, end the palm print, 10. 

9 Goverment Exhibit 10, ell right. 

Now you say you made @ comperison. 

A I did. 


@ And efter you made a comparison with Government Exhibit 12 (215) 
did Ccictceahe BANGLE AO, USA Sb Dihka to Hey Senta de Slntiat 
I did. 
And what conclusion or opinion did you come to? 
I concluded that the latent print and the palm print -- 
When you say the latent print, that is Government Exhibit 12, 
12, excuse me. The latent print of Government Exhibit 12 and the 
peim print of Government Exhibit 10 were the same prints. 

8 In other words, the print on the radiator cap wes made by the 
individual whose prints are in Government Exhibit 10? 

A Yes. | 


-r DO Fe DO & 


Q Now why did you come to that conclusion? 
A Well, because the markings in the area of the left palm were the 
seme in both instances as 10 and 12, 

«a —sLet me stop you there. After you made the comparison or examination 
of Government Exhibit 10 and Government Exhibit 12, did you do anything 
with Government Exhibit 10 and Government Exhibit 12? In other words, did 
you enlarge or photograph -- 

A Yess After X made the identification, which means that they were 
the seme printe, made the same party, I then photographed the latent (226) 
print, No. 12, and I photogrephed the pelm print, 10. 

And have you got those photogrephs with you? 

I do. 

May I see them, please? 

The negatives to the photographs are here (illustrating), and the 
enlargements are there. 


ry OD FP Oo 
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Q flow I see two photographs, I vill mark this as Goverment (216) 
Exhibit for identification 14, . ; 
THE CLERK: Government Exhibit 14 for identification. _ 
(Government Exhibits 14-A and 14-B were marked for identifi- 
cation.) | 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
Q Shoving you Government Exhibit for identification No. 14, I vill 
. ask you in regard to that, just explein whet that is, will you? 
& Well, there are two photographs marked A end B. | 
Q What does photograph A represent? | 
A Photograph A is the enlargement of the latent print or Exhibit 12, 
Q That 4s the print thet wes lifted from the redistor covering? 








A Yes, | 
Q What does the picture B represent? : 

A B is the shotogregh of the pela print from Goverment (217) 
Exhibit 10, the left palm, 

Q Have you made other copies of those? i 
I have. , 

A reproduction of the same thing? 

Yes. 

May I have some of them; please? 

Bete re the magativn fo tte, snl ay are ext copies of 
this, or they are copies af this, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: If Your Honor please, at this tine, Your Houor, T am 
going to ask this vitness to explain es to vhy he says that these prints 
are the same. I have some photographs here, and I wonder if I sould hend then 
to the jury’ 60 thet they could follow the police officer as he testifies. 

MR. TYLER: Are all of the photographs the seme? : 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Identical. 

THE COURT: Is that a fact? | | 

THE WITNESS: Yes, There is only one thing, There are two photogrerhs 
here and there are tvo sets of copies, One is with lines end ove ie without 
Lines. | 

THE COURT: Mr. MeLenghlin, you ani all the counsel get together and make 
sure we al} are talking sbout the same ones, please. ! 


BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: (223) 
Q These are the ones you ere talking about} is thet right? 


‘> 2 >» © Pp 
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bt 


Yes, They are the ones with lines, (218) 


A 

Q Ati right, this is the only one we ere talking about. 

A Right. 

A Fingerprints end pelm prints, (219) 
Q 


Now you expressed an opinion that the prints on the radiator cover 
were made by the same individual whose prints are in Government Exhibit 10; 
is that right? | 

A Yes. 

Q All right, what do you base that opinion on? 

A The opinion is based upon the sameness of the characteristics or 
hand marks or ridges being the same, 

Q Now point out that sameness that you refer to in Exhibit A and 
Exhibit B there on that photograph. 

A Well, I think we can start with one and see that in A and B, in 
approximately the same area, we have a ridge ending, which means the ridge 
rosie: Then by ecuaiWing Bown Si, Wp, By & sidieee, wa ones Yo. eather Sites 
eating, seden de potuk 4, wach 28 the Sale tn Hows latent ent pale pEttte, 
iy counting over 2, 2,13, 4 5) we have © book ar too wodtnen of stdeos, 
leaving a space, which occurs again both in the latent print and the palm 
iat. By sain dom 12, 2, 5, v6 come to Dotut 4, erowes vides easing, 
vhich occurs in both the latent and palm prints, 

sicar iby Fiiowtle tie: whiten Ai Ged, ‘we wens toe Hatin Sack 4a a 
left. By following Point Ridge down, we come just to the left of there, 
Point 5, which is a ridge ending appearing again both in the latent and 
palm prints. Then by coming down into the right, counting 1, 2, 3, 4 ridges, 


. we come to a bifurcation, which means a ridge going off into two ridges. 


Then by following the lower portion of Point 6 down and to the right 
of it, we come to Point 7, which is a ridge ending, which also appears both 
in the latent and the palm prints. Now, 8 will be to the top and to the right; 
and that is a ridge ending, I believe you can see that it is the same ridge 
ending in both cases. To bring that out, if you go up two, you will see 
another ridge ending which isn't numbered, but it helps locate Point 8, but 
there ie 2 bend in the ridge in between, 

Now coming down to Point 9, if you will use Point 4 as a starting point, 
we vill count 1, 2, and come to a ridge ending, which is in both the latent 
end the palm print. Ridge 10, by dropping down to 3 ridge, we come to the 
ridge ending of a small ridge there, which again appears in both the latent 
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end palm prints, As you cen see, in this particular Point 10, there (220) 
is also another ridge ending — the other end of thet short ridge which isn't 
mumbered. There are a great many other points of identification which could 
have been mmbered vhich vere not munbered, Dropping dovn from Point 10, 
1, 2, we come to a ridge ending, if they want to, counting ridges, vhich 
agein eppeers in both the latent and palm prints, Ridge 12, by using Point 7 
there, we can arrive at 12, Follow the ridge around to the left of Point 7. 
It curves around, end counting 1, 2, we come to a ridge ending again, (221) 
which appears in both the latent and pelm prints, | 

Point 13, by crossing over to the left and above, we find a little 
island elmost. It is a very short ridge, and the lover left portion of it 
is marked Point 13, vhich appears again in both the latent and pelm prints, 
Point 14, by counting down to the second ridge, we come to a ridge ending, 
which appears in both the latent end palm prints. : 

Now there are innumerable other points vhich might be numbered vhich 
are not numbered and which for court presentation it is not customary 
to numbérmore than 10 or 15 points. ! 

Q Nov, I believe you eaia you also tock some scrapings from the 
floor that you thought was blood. | 

A Yes, placed then in this enall box. I at that tine put the dete on 
it and initialed it. : 

MR, McLAUGHLIN: Will you mark this Government Exhibit 15? 

Q Showing you Government Exhibit marked for identification 15, Officer, 
I will ask you, vhat did you do, if anything, to the blood spots. (222 
or spots that you thought vere blood on the floor in thet garage on thet 
particular date of November 10, 1955? : 

A T scraped the spots end carefully placed then into this saall bor. 

Q That is, Government Exhibit marked for identification 15? 

A 15, that is correct. : 

Q At the tine you left those preaisos on Noveaber 108%, id you have 
Government Exhibit 15 with you? 

A TI did. | 

Q And where did you go with it and what did you do with it? 

A I returned to the Identification Bureau end I went back to our 
laboratory and checked -- | 

MR, HARRIS: Objection, Your Honor. We admit his qualifications as to 


fingerprints. I don't recall him being qualified as a chemist. 

















THE COURT: Do you want to proceed further with this? (222) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I started to ask him those questions, Your Honor, when 
they conceded. 

THE COURT: I know you did. I got the same tmprension, but you may have 
limited it to fingerprints, 

MR. SARRIS: Fingerprints. 

THE COURT: That is all right. 

VOIR DIRE 
By MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q All right, asa member of the Bureau of Identification of the 
Metropolitan Police Department, over the period of time that you were employed 
there since 1947 up. until the present date, was it part of your duties to 
examine exhibits for blood? 

A Yes. 

Q How many times over that period of years would you say that you have 
“one that as part of your work? 

A Well, I think a- very conservative estimate would be once a month, 

It has oftentimes been many more times than that. 

9) And to qualify yourself to perform those duties, how have you 
qualified yourself to perform those duties for the inspection or examination 
of alleged blood from exhibits? 

A Yell, first of all, I was instructed by Lieutenant Bohannon, and 
read the texts that dealt with the tests that we were using, and then per- 
formed the tests. 

Q From your reading on this subject, are there certain tests that are 
known for the examination of blood? 

A There are, 


Qo And how many different kinds of tests are there? 


A There are a good many tests, Of the tests, we do not use them (224) 
all, 


Q How many tests would you say that you have used as a member of the 
Metropolitan Police Department? 
. A We use four tests, and they are chemical reaction tests -- color 
~eaction tests. 

Q And are those tests that you use recognized tests by the euthorities? 


A They are. 
Q You say that you have examined for blood on the average of how many 
times a month? 
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A I would say a safe figure would be once a month, although (224) 
there have been many times vhen it would run mich higher than thet. 
Q And what test or tests do you use in examination? : 
A We use the chemical color reaction test know as the benzidine 
test, the malachite test, the phenolphthalein testend the luminal test. 


Q I you will, explain what each one of those tests ere and vhat 
you do and what is the reaction. 





A Well, these are tests thet have been developed by other! chemists 
and have been accepted as being tests which indicate the presence) of blood. 
They do not show the cell structure of the blood or anything like that. They 


are tests that turn a reagent a certain color if the test is positive. 





We use four tests, because it has been found that each of the (225) 
tests has other things that also give a positive reaction to other than 
blood. But from the authority of Kirk and two associates st the University 
of California, who devised the fourstest method, and I have the book with 
dik ha GtRoll Bic Bake, Eh ars Gr ekeeed ae-eeving Ge four positive 
tests, being different tests, have certain things that will give reactions 
positive to blood and other things than blood, thet each has its om things 
that will react and give a positive, but none, as far as they inow, will 
give a positive to all four tests and not be blood. That is why ve use 
four tests rather than onc test. One test, the benzidine test, milk end some 
other, gives a positive reaction; the luminal test, copper and fruit juices -- 
ond various other things with other tests. But the suthority thet we have is 
Kirk and his associates, who have done research and come cut with this four- 
test chemical reaction method, and their claim is, as fer as they ‘mow, that 
a positive with the four tests has never been Imown thet it wasn't blood. 

It indicates blood. They don't say it is blood. It indicates that it is 
blood. The serologic tests we don't do, and it doean't enter into this 
discussion here. : 


! 
| 


Q As such, have you testified in District Courts here in the District 


of Columbia? i 
A I have. 
Q And expressed an expert opinion as to whether it is blood (226) 


and the subject of blood? 


A I have. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Do you want to ask him anything? 








MR. HARRIS: No, thank you, it is all right. That is as to blood? (226) 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes, sir. 


MR. HARRIS: I gather he is not going to testify as to types? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, just that it was blood. 


CROSS EXAMINATION (227) 


BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Now, sir, it is a fact as we understand from the testimony that the 
benzidine, the malachite, the phenolpthalein and the luminal teste all give 
positive reactions to chemicais other than bicod: 

A That is correct. 

Q It is also true, sir, in response to our question a moment ago, 
that It does not indicate whether it is human blood or animal blood? 

A That is correct. 

Q Would I also be correct in saying, sir, that this test in no way 
enables you to identify this blood as coming from any particular person? 

A No, you are correct. 

Q Would I also be correct, sir, in saying that this test does not, 
generally speaking, allow you to specificelly identify the length of time it 
has been there? 

A You would be correct, it does not. (228) 

& Would I also be correct in saying, sir, that there is a probability 
that ea positive reaction on all four of these tests ~~ there is a probability 
that it may react to something positive other than blood? 

A No. 

THE COURT: Did you mean in combination or separately? 

MR. TYLER: In combination, 

THE WITNESS: You would be wrong. 

BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Did I understand you to say in your direct examination that in these 

tests, they were careful to use the terminology that they indicate that it is 


d100d? 
A That is correct. 


Q Would you explain to us, sir, why they prefer or elect to use the 
term that it indicates it is blood rather than that it is blood? 

A = All four tests are considered indicative tests. They do not show 
cell structure of the blood. They do not show the comporients of the blood. 





They are all color reaction tests, chemical color reaction tests, and (228) 
each test in iteclf is en indicative test. But es I stated, Kirk and his 
associates, who are recognized authorities on the subject, have concluded 
that one test by itself is not sufficient, and for thet reason they (229) 
have introduced into a technique of chemfcal color reaction tests not one 
test by itself, nor two, but the four tests, And their conelusion is that if 
you get @ positive reaction with all four tests, then that they Imov of 
nothing else that will give a positive reaction other then blood to ell 
four tests. : 

THE COURT: Is there any recognised mumber of similar points as being |{230) 
conclusive of the fact that one print is thacprint of the other? 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, in my reading of the literature, it hes been 
ny opinion for cenonstration purposes that 10 to 15 points were the usual 
mmber to demonstrate. | 

Did you find any other prints on this? : (235) 

A Yeg, you could see it. I found some other marks, Outside of this 
here, it vas the only one of value. Now there were other places vhere the 
powler adhered. I examined all these places, and none of these prints vere of 
value. By that I mean they did not have the quality, the definition thet 
is necessery to mike an identification, Only the prints thet I mgs vere 
useful, The other prints ad aot heve the deftattion which vould be needed, 
the clearness and all, to identify with a Imown print. 





she. 


Q Well, were these other prints fresh prints, sir? | 

A Well, yes. For instance, you can sce still there in front (Sndtesting), 
Now the powder had adhered to some places. It adhered very well. 

Q So that actuelly, there is a possibility, then, thet there my 


have been one ar more persons there approximately at the samc tine on (236) 
the basis of freshmess? 
A&A Well, I don't know. ¥ smash ict het ny ation Aap were 
Q Let's put it this say: You could not exclude that possibility on 
| 


i 


she dDasis of the evidence you had available? 
THE COURT: As to those others? 

MR, TYLER: As to those others, yes, sir. | 

THE WITNESS: That could bes I don't mow vhose they were. 

BY MR. TYLER: | 

Q How let's get to those beer cans, I believe you stated thet you found 

prints on the beer cans. : 

A Yess I have them here; ! 





@ Were they the prints of what you would identify as this (236) 
defendant 's? 

A Wo, they were not. 

Q Were those prints fresh prints, sir? 

A Well, these dusted up fairly well. They were probably feirly 
recent, ye8. 

Q Would you say as recent as the prints which you have identified 
as the defendant's? 

A Well, vithin reasonable couperioon, yee. They vere fresh printes 
othervise, as I stated before, if the print isn't of any value, there is no 
point in preserving.it, and the prints were of such quality that I did (237) 
preserve it. 

Q So that we might conclusively say, then, that there was someone 
else there either at that time or in the immediate time as this defendant, 
according to the prints, then? | 

A The beer cans, of course, were in the area, and I don't know where 
they came from or how they got there. 

Q No, sir, that is not my question, I say, on the basis of the 
freshness, we can definitely conclude that there were other persons in there 
around or at approximately the same time? 

& I can't conclude. I could say it might he possible. 

Q Now we have already been told thet the prints were different prints. 

A Yes, but only on the beer cans, which may have been thrown there 
out of a car that is parked.in the garage. It is a garage. There are Many Cars 

Q I believe you stated, sir, there vere other prints on this object 
2180, 

& But I don't know thet those prints were not the prints of Coleman. 
I am not able to say whose they were, The quality is not there for me to be 
eble to say. 

| REDIRECT EXAMINATION (251) . 
BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: 

Q With regard to your testimony, Officer, you just went there on 

thet perticular dey; is that right, November 10th? 


A ‘Yes, sir. 

Q i aa ak ar 
(indicating)? 

4 Yes, sir. 











| 


Where this thing was on November Sth, you have no knowledge? (251) 
- | 
Or under what circumstances it wes made; is that right? 
That is right, | 
The only thing you know, you found the print there? | (252) 
That is correct. 
fa reget to the pri, Goverment Baht 22, witch yo 2rtod 
from this, you say it was a fresh print? 
A It appeared to me to be fresh, yes. 
Q In other words, it could have been « day olf; is thet right? 
A Yes. | 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is e212, : 
MR. TYLER: Or two days old or three days old? ! 
THE COURT: T doa't thik you need go Sato tht, Be has earvered you 
several times, Is that all you have? | 
MR. TYLER: Yes. | 
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PAUL RENE BIDEZ i 
wes called as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and efter having 
been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 





BY MR, MoLAUCHLIN: 
What is your name? 
Paul Rene Bides | (253) 
Where are you employed? 
T om exployed in the laboratory division of the Federal Bureet of 
Investigation. ! 

Q And how long heve you been so employed? : 

A I have been in the lsboratary division eince 1949, I worked with 
the FBI gince the summer of 1947, : 

Q Joa since 1949, vile vorking in the laboretory for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, what have youmore or less specialized in, vhet kind 
of work, | 

a My field consists of the exeningtion end identification of Blood end 
otha body fhalas, ee wall eo the wiearoscopie examtzation of baire, fibers 
and other related evidence. | 

Q And vhet has your education been to quality you for thet position? 

A I received a B.S, degree from Alabama Polytechnic Institute located 
et Auburn, Alabama, in chemistry and chemicel engineering, folloving which I 
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did approximately a year and a half analytical chemistry for the Siste (253) 
of Alabama. This was prior to my entry into the FBI. After I entered on duty 
with the FSI end was transferred into the laboratory, I went through an 
extensive training program within my own particular field. I worked under 
_ the supervision of other qualified experts until it was deemed that I was an 
expert on my own. I have also done some research in the field of serologys(254) 
Q While employed as an agent for the Federal Bureau of Tevewtipatton, 
have you testified in the Federal courte throughout the country as an expert? 
A Both in State and Federal courts, yes, sir. 
Q And would you say that was few or many times? 
A hat would be many, It would probably be somewhere between 80 and 
100 times, 
MR. HARRIS: Did he say serology? 
THE COURT: Theat is right. 
MR. HARRIS: We recognize him, 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
® Iwill sho eee Mr, Bidez, Government Exhibits marked for identifi- 
cation 1-0, 3-Q and 4-0, and esk you if they have been in your possession 
prior to today? 
THE COURT: What were the numbers, please? 
MR, McLAUGHLIN: 1-0, I think, and 3-Q end 4-Q. 
THE COURT: Thank you. 
THE WITNESS: Three specimens. 
_ BY MR. McLADGHLIN: 
Q Three | 
A Yes, sir, they have been, 
~Q and they were turned over to you by whom, do you recall? 
A By Detective Yuter on November 15, 1955. 
Q After those exhibits thet I have emumerated were turned over (255) 
to you, did you make en examination of them? 
A tI did 
Q 4nd what examination did you make, we'll say, of Government 
Exbibit 1-0 or O-1? 
A I examined the peir of panties for the presence of blood stains 
end seminal steins,. 
MR, TELER: Pardon mp, ves thet blood stains end what other kind of stains? 
THE WITMESS: Seminal steins, 
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I found both blood stains -- well, actually, I found one stain (255) 
that contained e mixture of blood and semen, I verified the presonce of scmen 
in the stain by microscopically identifying the male reproductive cell, 
spermatozoa, in the stain, which, of course, is a positive proof of the: 
presence of semen. | 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Now, in regard to Government Exhibit 9-3? 2 

A On Government's Exhibit Q-3, I found, once again, both blood stains 
and sominal stains, I made serological tests on the blood stains and found 
that they are of human origin, that the blood is human blood, and, of course, 
the seminal stains were also human seminal stains. i 


Q Now, in reference to Govermment Exhibit Q-4? : 
A Qe4, I also found both blood and seminal stains on the the (256) 
coat. The blood was of human origin.. | 


| 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have to ask, 
MR. TYLER: I have no further questions. | (259) 
| 


YR. McLAUGHLIN: That is oll I have. May this witness be excused, Your 


Honor? | 


THE COURT: Yes, sir, you are excused. : 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: May it be final? I understand he has to go to Montana on 


I understand you gentlemen are through with bin? 
Yes. | 
You are finally excused. | 
Thereupon — 3 
JOSEPH STANCZAK | 
‘was called as a witness by and on behalf of the Governuent, and after having 
been duly sworn, ‘was examined and testified as follows: : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION | 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Officer, your full name is vhat? 
Private Joseph Stanesak. | 
You are a menber of the Metropolitan Police Department? 
That is correct. Ld 
Assigned to what precinct? 
13 Precinct. 








@ S 
13 Precinct is located where? (260) 
$10 DU Street. 
What section of the city? 
Northwest. 
Did you have an occasion to arrest the defendant in this case? 
I did, | 
Can you recall when you arrested the defendant? 
It was between 2:00 and 3:00 a. m, on January 15th, this yan. 1956, 
After the defendant's arrest, where did you bring him to? 
No. 13 Precinct. 
What time would you say you arrived at No. 13 Precinct? 
Just before 3:00 a.m, 
And that would be what day of the week, do you recall? 
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Jamuary 15, 1956. 

Q That is the date, The day of the week; can you recall whether it 
was Sunday, Monday, Tuesdey? — 

A It was either on a Saturday or a Sunday morning -- Sunday morning, 
I am positive. 

Q Was that the last time you saw him after you brought him to No. 13 
Precinct et that time? 

A I saw him Sunday in the lineup at 12:00 noon at Police (261) 
Headquarters. 

Q Did you talk to him at that time? 

A I did not. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of this witness, Your Honor. 

May we approach the bench before you ask him, so we'll play safe? 

(At the bench:) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: The only thing, I just want to warn him, Your Honor, 
this officer locked this man up on an assault with a dangerous weapon case. 
So I am just warning him about, you know, if they want to go after him. 

MR. TYLER: Yes, I was aware of that, That is the only difficulty with 
this particular witness here. We ere aware of thet. 

THE COURT: Let's go off the record e‘minute. 

(Off the record.) 
{In open courts) 


MR. TYLER: Your indulgence, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Yes, sir, 




















> CROSS EXAMINATION | (262) 

¥ BY MR. TYLER: | 

: Q Detective Stanczek, when you arrested this men, was it pursuant to 
a charge of rape? : 

° A It was not. ! (262) 


| 
Q When you arrested this man, did you have any knowledge of a charge 
or a lookout for a rape? | | 





. A TI hed | 
MR. McLADGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please, : 
| THE COURT: I think he has answered. | 





BY MR. TYLER: ! 
; Q fous eumwen, wis; oun gon hed ! 
A Yes, sir, | 
i Q But you did not arrest this men pursuant to that imowlodge? 
g THE COURT: He said he arrested him, not for rape. | 
BY MR. TYLER: | 
“- Q Not for rape? 
A No, sir. | 
Q Now, did you book him on a rape charge, sir? 
| A I did not. | 
" Q Ge more question. Did you ask him any questions concerning @ rape, 
concerning this rape here, this alleged rape here? : 
| A I don't think I did. : 
. MR. TYLER: No further questions. i 


CHARLES A, MACKIE | (263) 
was called as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and after having 
becn duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: | 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: ! 
Officer, your full name is what? , 
Charles A. Mackie. : 

And you are 2 member of the Metropoliten Police Department? 
Yes, sir, ! 
Assigned to any particuler squed or detail? | 
The Sex Squad of the Detective Bureau. : 
Were you so assigned on Jamary 15, 1956? 
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Yes, sir. 








Q On that date of January 15, 1956, did there come a time when (263) 
you saw a person identified to you as Charles Coleman? 
4 Yes, sir, I did, 


Q Do you see that Charles Coleman in court today? 
A Yes, sire 
Q 


Will you point at him, pleese? 
A He is seated next to the two defense counsel in the light (264) 
sport shirt (pointing). 
Q When did you first see the defendant Charles Coleman on January 15, 


I first saw him about 2:30 p,m. 
Where was he at the time that you first observed him? 
In the Robbery Squad office, 
Did you taik to him at that time? 
I did not. 
Did there come a time after you first saw him in the Robbery Squad 
when you did have an occasion to talk to him? 
Yes, sir. 
When and where was that? 
That was about 3:45 p. m, in the Sex Squad office. 
And at the time that you talked to him in the Sex Squad office, 
who was present? 
A Detective Yuter was there, Lieutenant Sullivan, and there were 
others in the office that were not actually taking part in the questioning. 
Q When you say “others in the office," were they in this particular 
case or were they just around about the office? 
A Just routine duties in the office, 
® You mean regular routine work, not on this case? 
A Yes, sir. (265) 
Q Now at thet time, when you talked to the defendant in the sex 
Squed office, was there a person present by the name of Miss Hood? 
A Wo, sir. 
Q Had you done anything prior to seeing the defendant in the Sex 
Squad office in reference to a Miss Hood? 
A Would you repeat the question, please? 
Q I say, at the time that you say you saw the defendant in the Sex 


Squad office and Officers Yuter and Sullivan were present, at that time, was 
e Miss Hood present -- 
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No, sir. | (265) 
-- at Police Headquarters? | 
Wo, air. 
Had you done anything in reference to Miss Hood prior to seeing 
the defendant in the Sex Squad office? : 
A Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 
Q Vien Oi he taeda dm the Bek quae cette, dba goon tia 
to him et thet time in regard to this alleged rape case of Miss Hood? 
A Yes, sir, briefly, ! 
Q What conversation did you have with him at that time in reference 
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to the rape of one Miss Hood? | 
A We told him thet his fingers, that his prints had been found at the 
scene of this assault end robbery, and he replied that he hadn't (266) 
reped anybody, hadn't robbed anybody. And ve questioned him along those 
lines briefly, and he contimed to say he hadn't raped anybody and hadn't 
robbed anybody. | 
How 1oog would you sty you questicond hin at thet tint 
About twenty minutes, ! 
An right, vat happened at the expiration of the twenty minutes? 
A He stated that he was willing to take a lie detector test, thet he 
was innocent of this, | 
Q M1 right, and het wes said or dooe in regerd to that? 
A We then contacted Sergeant McCarthy of the General Assignment Squad. 
Q How were you able to contact Sergeant McCarthy? | 
A T didn't do that personally. When I saw Sergeant MoCerthy, T sav 
him in person down there and talk to him about it. | 
Q AND EEN PONTE 
something about lie detector test and you say McCarthy ves contacted? 
A ren, cis, Ua Wie | 
Q Was it necessary to bring him from some other place cr wes he in 
the immediate building at the time? | 
A T don't inov vbether be vas in the building or was et home (267) 
at thet time. 
Q Atter you had thie conversetion vith the defendant, vbat period 
of time elapsed before you saw Sergeant McCarthy? 
A Oh, I would say about twenty-five minutes. : 
Q When you say twenty-five minutes, whet time of the dey vould thet 
be, approximately? | | 








Sergeant McCarthy came around to our office about 4:20 pm. (267) 


4:20? 


Yes, sir. q 
You say “around to our office." What office do you mean? 


That is, the Sex Squad effice. 
Do you imow where Sergeent McCarthy had come from? 
No, sir, I don't. 
Q When Sergeant McC&rthy came around to your office, do you know or 
did you know at that time where the defendant was? 
A Yes, sir. He was in the Sex Squad office, 
With you? . 
Yes, sir. 
And when Sergeant McCarthy came around to the office, what happened 


Well, Sergeant McCarthy and the defendant end myself went to (268) 
Sergeant deertnyts verise an. tne deseter sastonment Seuss, Were sexeeut 
McCarthy hed certain forms to make out and routine questions that he asked 
the defendant. 

Q Asked the defendant here? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q How long did you remain ‘in the presence of the defendant and 
Sergeant MeCarthy? 

A Fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Q And after the fifteen or twenty mimtes, then where did you go or 
whet did you do? -_ 

I went back to the Sex Squad office. 

How fer were these offices apart that you are talking about? 

About 150 feet. . : 

On the same floor? 

Yes, sir. 

When you went back to your office, did you. have an occasion to see 
Officer McCarthy or the defendant Coleman again thet day? 

A Yes, sir, I vent back to the Generel Assignment Squed about 7:15 pets 

And vhet was the occasion for you going back to the General Assign- 
ment Squed? 

Miss Hood had been located at thet time. 

When if you know, had any word been sent out to locate Miss (269) 
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A They had been trying off and on during the afterncon to get (269) 
hold of her, and they learned that she vas somevhere in Maryland. 

Q When you sey you vent back to the General Assignment office, is 
that where Sergeant McCarthy's office is? | 

A Yes, sir. ! 

Q When you vent back there at thet time, what time of the day would 
you sey that wes? : 

A About 7315 p. m 

Q Was the defendant present that time? 

A Yes, sir, 
Q Who else was present besides the defendant? 
A 
Q 





Sergeant McCarthy. 

Had Miss Hood eppeared upon the scene at that time? 
KWo, six, but we learned she var on ler wy t5: : 
Q When you went back to where the defendant was with Sergeant McCarthy, 
2 ‘york aiomtdenh baw Peevther’ ow have: say: sowbarectSon, et 11 vith Matta 
reference to the rape of Miss Hood? : 

A No, sir. 

Q Then how long did you remain there? | 

A Well, we took him to the show up room in Police Headquarters. That 
is on the seme floor. | 

Q When you say the show up room, you mean what? i 

A The lineup room : (270) 

Q And the lineup room in headquarters is located vhere in reference 
to the General Assignment office, where the defendant was? : 

A The General Assignnent office is on the east end of the building 
end the lineup room is on the west end, on the same floor. : 

Q On the same floor? 

A Yes, sir. 


| i 
Q What time would you say you brought the defendant down to the Lineup 





Around 7:30 p. m. The lineup was at 7:35. 
Who conducted the lineup? 

I aid. | 
Just tell us, if you will, how you conducted the lineup. | 
Well, ve hed a five-man lineup, The defendent vas Ho, 4 from the left. 
Just explain to the jury, if you will, the working of the lineup rooms 
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A Well, in this case, the five men were in the back room 
preparatory -- 

Q The back room is located where? 

A Well, it is e room in more or less the rear of the stage. 

Q A2l right, now look at that wall there (indicating). Do you (271) 
see that wall -- 

A Yes, sir, 

Q and this jury box? Now explain to this jury as to how that 
lineup room is located, describing the back wall and the lineup, that is, 
the platform, and where the individuals come from to appear on the lineup 
S60, Where they axe Viewed, vhere the public is thet View then. 

A Well, there is a screen wire that runs in front of the stage. The 
mim ccees oot of = soon! Jacking fron tie Pront, on the right, They file cut 
of that onto the stage, and the person viewing the lineup would be sitting 
out in front of the screen, 


Q Is there any particular significance of that screen, the make of it? 


It is a mesh screen. 

I mean, can the prisoners see out -- 

Yes, sir, they can see out. 

-- and distinguish the public? 

But the lights are shining more on the people in the lineup, on 
their faces. 

Q And what is on the back wall as the prisoners walk out? 

A There are lines there indicating the height of the person and also 
several mumbers along the wall for different places, (272) 

Q Tell us how you operated this particular lineup on January 15th 
of *56. 

A At thie time, I went back into the room in the rear of the lineup, 
of the stage, and told the defendant to teke any place in the line thet he 
wished, that he could stand at any place, As I recall, he was in the No. 4 
position at that time and said he would remain in that position. 

Q How many men were in the lineup? 

A Five. 

Q@ Ali right, go ahead, 

4 nd the complaining witness, Miss Hood, was in the front when the 
men came out onto the stage, 

Q All right, go shead, 





4 And at that time she said that the defendant or, rather, (272) 
first, the men were all asked to give their names and their ages land to say 
several things, and after this, the complaining witness stated that the 
defendant had the same facial features and the same voice as her assailant. 

Q After the lineup, did there come a time when the men were finally 
taken off the platform, the defendant and the other four? | 

A Yes, sir. 

Q All right, and then what happened? : 

A Well, it was about 8:35 p. m., the complaining witness con- (273) 


fronted the defendant in the Sex Squad office, 


Q You say "confronted." When and where and how did she confront him 


after the lineup? | 
A Tt wae in the Sex Squad office, 09 I aay, sbout $135 p| wm. Th 
complaining witness was there; Dr. Purse was there, Detective Yuter and 
nyself, and the detunient, and she repeated the allegations to the defendant, 
All right, and what did the defendant say, if anything, at that time? 
He said that he was imocenct, that all he done vas write a few 


How long did that take place? 
Seven to ten minutes. 
And what happened after that? | 
A Atter that, Sergeant McCarthy sat in the back of the Sex Squad 
office. The complaining witness vas requested to sit in the outer office. 
That is all pert of the seme office, but there is a partition mare or less 
separating the front part from the rear. Sergeant McCarthy talked to the 
defendant for ten, possibly fifteen minutes at the most. He then came to us 
and said that the defendant wanted the complaining witness -- ! 
MR. HARRIS: This is -- | 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: : 
Officer McCarthy then came to you end said something to you? (274) 
Yes, sir, 3 
All right, and at that time where were you? | 
A twas right very close to the defendant, hed come into the back 
ah Gia tt 
Q And as a result of vhet Officer MoCarthy told you, then whet 
happened next? | 


A I brought the complaining witness into the rear of the Sex Squad 
office again. | 





Q fad when -you brought -the -compinining witness, -you-menan Miss (274) 
Boot? 
A Yes, sir. 


Q when you brought her beck in-thet-particuler part of the office, 
who was there? 

4 Sergeant McCarthy, Detective Yuter, Pr. Purse and -myself -and the 
Gefendant. 

9  Whet happened when -you got beck there? 
gorry thet this thing happened. He said that -he remembered the might, that 
pleinant drive into an alley with 2 Studebaker eutomobite 2nd thet she turned 
in the garege under the prilding. He said that -he followed her into the 
puilding, and when she got ont of the cer, ‘he grabbed cher from behind and 
dragged her imto this recessed area, he said, which was mear the steps. (275) 
Be seid he took her biltfold and there was 2 conversation, He said he needed 
money to pay his room rent end that he got four dollers from her bat that 
he got the bilifold and “he shoes and brought them back to him — to her, 
rether, that she said 20 her itenttticetion we in her wcllet, ste wanted 
th peck, | 

Be gaid that when be first brought her into this plece, that they had 2 
conversation there and she tol4 him that ghe haf been out to dimer and that 
wos @11 the money thet she hed, and that he said he left this garage end 
vent to bis fether‘s home in the ten-tmmdred block of Euclid Street, and 
he nected six more dollars to pay his rent, but he said thet he never tola 
big fether whet he hed done thet night. 

Q ‘Was there anything else said by him at thet time that you can recall 
ani have @ present recollection? 

A = , wir, I dont recall anything else at this tim. 

Q Was there anything seid by him with reference to his pants that 
you ean recell? 

A Oh, he 614 sey something during this confrontation, that there was 
2 question of some spots at the scene which appeared to be blood, and he said 
that he was on his imecs in the recessed area and that he kmeeled on the 
gide of the head of a tack end thet he cut his knee and thet was the reason 
for these spots being at the scene. 

@ Did he say anything at that time as to whether or not he had (276) 
gexual relations with Mise Hood or attempted sexual relations with Miss Hood? 
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A He said he didn't remember anything about molesting the (276) 
complainant sexually, | 

THE COURT: I didn't hear that, sir. He did not remember —~ 

THE WITNESS: He said he did not remember anything sbout molesting the 
complainant sexually, ! 


BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 








i. Q Now, during the entire time vhen you vere present in the presence 
: of the defendant or Miss Hood, was there anything said by you or any members 
F of the police who were present, or Miss Hood, as to the type of automobile 

8 that she was driving? . : 
ia - A No, sir, that had not been mentioned, 
: Q So that the only one that mentioned that was the defendant himself? 
| A Yes. ! 
a) Was there anything else mentioned by the defendant that was not 


mentioned by any of the police or Miss Hood in his presence? 
A Yes, sir, That wes the thing about the dinner, thet she had been 
out to dinner. The complaining -“witasiie hid! act mnittenad thet, ner in my 
presence had any policeman mentioned that. : 
3 Q To the defendant? : (27) 
4 A Yes, sir. | 
: f JAMES K, McCARTHY : (293) 
ay was called as a witness by and on behalf of the Goverment, and efter having 
i bewn Qty wuorn, was exuninad and testified. on follow: , 
XM DIRECT EXAMINATION ! 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
; ofricer, your full name is what? | 
James K. McCarthy. ! 


Q 

A 

Q And you are a member of the Metropolitan Police Department? 
‘ | 





N Yes, sir. . 
i Q Calling your attention to, I believe, Jamary 15, this year, 1956, 
3 €id there come a time vhen you sew @ pereon identified to you as Charles 
_ Coleman? 
A Yes, sir, 
: Q Do you see him in court here today? 
A Yes, sir, : 
Q  Wil2 you point at him, please? : 
A With the gray shirt, near the end of the table (pointing). (294) 
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Q On Jamary 15, 1956, when was it you saw the defendant 
Coleman for the first time? | 
Shortly after 4:00 p. m of that day. 
Where was the defendant at that time? 
In the squad room of the Sex Squad, Detective Bureau. 

Q Did you have any conversation vith him at that time in regard to 
the rape charge of Miss Hood? 

A Yes, sir, 

Q Can you recall what that conversation was, what you said and what 
the defendent said, if anything? 

A He stated to me that he would like to take a lie detector test to 
show these officers, speaking of Sergeant Mackie and, I believe, Detective 
Yuter, that he had nothing to do with this case, and he would like for me 
to conduct ea test and show them that he didn't have anything to do with it. 

Q And after that, what happened? 

A I did conduct a test shortly thereafter. 

Q@ At the time that you conducted the test, whereabouts in Police 
Headquarters was that? 


A That is on the third floor of the building, the west side of the 


outer office No. 3034 in the Detective Bureau. 

How far is that from the Sex Squad office? 

It is roughly half the length of the building. 

Is 4t on the same floor as the Sex Squad office? 

ss 

Now at the time that you say you talked to the defendant at that 
time, did you have information as to the rape case in regards to where Miss 
tlood was the complaining witness? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Who did you receive thet information from? 

A Sergeant Mackie, and I believe Detective Yuter entered into that 
conversation siso. 

Q Do you recall, Officer, whether or not in that conversation (297) 
at any time thet efterncon with the defendant that you had mentioned to him 
that Miss Hood wes driving e Studebeker automobile? 

A Mo, sir, 

g During any of the conversetion that you had with the defendant that 
efterncon, 60 you recall ever telling him thet the person vho reped and 








robbed Miss Hood was told by Miss Hood that ehe had been out to dinner (297) 
that night? | 
A No, sir. I wasn't aware of it myself. 


Q With regerd to the lie detector test, vhere was thet given (298) 

A That is on office which ts entered fret into Room 2034, that 
being the squad room of the General Assignment Squad. On through to the 
rear of this office is e door entering a enell hellvay. This conference 
room partition divides the conference room from the General Assignment Squad 
office. ! 

Q How mch tine would you say you spent vith the defendent in thet 
particular room? 3 





A From about 4:20 pom, until ebout 7:15 or 7:20 pem 


Q And what did you do with the defendant after that? 

A After 7:20, or about thet tine, the defendant wes taken from this 
office to the Detective Bureau squad room at the opposite end of the building, 
the northwest corner, on the same floor. : 

Q And after you talked to the defendant, d{d there coue a tine vhen 
you saw Detective Mackie and Detective Yuter? 

A Yes, sir, 

Q = Where were they? | 

A They came back to the office adjoining the general squad (299) 
room and for the purpose of teking the defendant to the Detective Bureau 
Squad roome ! 

Q Did you talk to Detective Mackie at that time? : 

A Yes, sir, : 

Q After Detective Mackie come to the rom, did there come © tine when 
you saw the defendant in the Sex Squad office? 

A Yes, sir. | 

A After leaving the Detective Bureeu squad room, he was taken beck 
to the Sex Squad office. : 

Q lod ot tan tine that you vent to the Sex Squad office, vo we 
present; :if ‘you can recall, besides the defendant? | 

A Sergeant Mackie, Detective Tuter, Miss Hood, Dr. Purse — I believe 
that is the correct name -~ end myself. | 

Q Woile you were in the Sex Squad room, did there come a time in your 
presence when Miss Hood talked to the defendant? : 


: 98 





@ =) 
A Yes, sir, (299) 


Q And how long would you say that Miss Hood talked to the defendant 
at that time? 


A Possibly five to ten minutes. 


Q Whereabouts in the Sex Squad office did Miss Hood talk to the 
defendant? 

A Toat wes at the rear of that office, the east and, near the (300) 
lieutenant or the charge officer's desk, In other words, you enter from the 
hall, walk inside and all the way to the extreme end of that office in the back, 

Q After Miss Hood talked to the defendant at that time, what happened 
to the defendant? 

He contimed sitting as he was during that time in the same plece. 

eae ae ee Soe ee eee enn oe ey ee ae 

To ay mowledge, to a short time after 9:00 p. m 

At that time, were you in the presence of the defendant Coleman? 

Part of that time, sir. 

Did there come a time after Miss Hood talked to the defendant when 
you were alone in theppresence of the defendant Coleman? 

A Yes. 

-Q Just tell us how that came about, 

A Miss Hood had left the immediate presence of the defendant and walked 
out and was seated near the door leading out into the outer corridor, which 
was out of sight of the defendant, and I talked with him for ten or fifteen 
minutes, just before 9:00 o'clock, and he stated that before she left the 
building, that he would like to telk with her once more. 

Q And what happened when the defendant made that request? (302) 

A I walked to the outer office and requested that Miss Hood come back, 
thet he wished to talk to her again. 

Q And did Miss Hood come back to where the defendant was? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q All right, and what happened when Miss Hood came back to where the 
defendent was? 

A The defendant stated to her that he was very sorry for what happened 
end wished to apologize to her, and there was some compliment as to her 
conduct or behavior toward him, I don't recall the exact wording. 

Q Can you give us in substance what you mean by that? 











A The meaning of it was that he appreciated her manner of (301) 
talking to him and so forth, That is what it meant to me. | 
-Q Talking to her when and where? 


| 





A The previous conversation vhich took place roughly about 8:30. 

a) Do you recall anything else he said to her at that time vhen he was 
confronted by her at his request? Did he say enything as to what happened in 
that garage? : 

A Yes, sir. | 

Q What did he say? ! 

A He stated thet he vas walking or standing on the street near (302) 
a vhite house, as I recall, and thet he observed a car drive in the alley — 
I believe he stated at that time a Studebaker automobile —- end that he had 
valied across the street and into the basement of this bullding, following 
her, that he dia take sone money from her, end T believe he stated it ves 
four dollars in money, end that he needed the money to pay his rent, There 
was sonething in the conversation about his needing money for rent, that he 
vas very sorry. There vere several tines during his conversation when he 
expressed being sorry for vhat happened and vanted to spologize for it. I 
remained seated with him for a few minutes time and I asked Sergeant Mackie 
to carry on from there because he wes more familiar vith the circumstances 
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part in the investigation. 
. McLAUGHLIN: tbellove thet de alt T Dave of his witness, Your Honor 
SYLVAN YUTER : (315) 
ee ee ee er ee ees ee 
been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Officer, your full neme is what? | 
Sylvan Yuter. i 
You are a meuber of the Metropolitan Police Depertment? 
That is correct, sir. : 


& 


QD PP DQ > 


An@ attached to any particular detail? | 
A Attached to the Sex Squad, Sire. 
Q Vere you oo sasigned on Jamary 25th of this your, 1956? 
A I was, sir. | 
Q As a member of the Sex Squad, aid there come a time on that perticular 
day of January 15, 1956 when you Say a person identified to you as Charles 
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There did, sir, (315) 
Do you see him in court here today? 
I do, sir. 
Will you point at him, please? 


The defendant sitting in the chair, sir (pointing,) 
When and where did you see the defendant Charles Coleman on. (316) 
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Jamiary 15th for the first time. 

A The first time, sir, was when he was in the Robbery Squad. 

Q And thet was when? 

A Around 2:30, a quarter to 3:00, on the 15th. 

Q Did there come a time when you questioned the defendant or someone 
in your presence questioned the defendant on that day of January 15th in 
regard to the rape and robbery of Miss Hood? 
here aia, sir, 

When and where was that? 

That was in the office of the Sex Squad, sir. 

Who was present at that time? 
Sergeant Mackie and myself, 

Did you participate in the questioning of the denfendant? 
Just briefly, sir, at that time. 

Q Did Officer Mackie question the defendant Charles Coleman in 
reference to the rape and robbery of one Miss Hood? 

& At the first occasion in the Sex Squad, just briefly, for about 
fifteen minutes. 

Q Do you recall what wes said to the defendant end what the defendant 
said, that is, who asked the questicns? 

A Sergeant Mackie told the defendant that there had been a crime (317) 
om Euclid Street and there was a palm print found on the scene, we had 
imowledge that it was the defendant's palm print, what did he want to say 
about the particular offense, We told him the nature of the crime, rape and 
acehaty. ES anv, Cou bit we wong, % have aeren waged aeghoty; waver webbed 
nobody." He said, “All I do is write a few numbers." 
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Q How long would you say that conversation took place? 
A matt Hees, tasly alka, es 
Q Did there come a time when you saw Officer McCarthy there at Police 
Beadquarters on January 15th? 
A ‘Yes, sir, right efter the conversation, he was there, sir. 
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Q Did the defendant go any plese or do anything with Officer (227) 
A Yes, sir, He vas asked if he cared to take e polygraph test 
inasmich as he said he was innocent of these charges, he vould be given an 


opportunity to take the test, and he said he would be glad to. 


Q Did Officer McCarthy and the defendant et thet time leave the office 
of the Sex Squad? | 

A They did, sir. | 

Q And where did you rensin? . 

A J remained in the office of the Sex Squad. ! 

Q 1d Ghewe conn 0 Line When vou wor the defendant again etter (318) 
that incident? 

A Yes, sir. 


Q When and whcre was that? 





A rivet: wan abou Yet ys ma; the amen ewotings Me went tolthe office 
vhere Sergeant McCarthy had been giving polygraph tests. | 

Q ee eennnnanrer 
the complaining witness, Miss Hood? : 

A Not at that moment. We had just received notice that she vas coming 
in, thet the Marylend police had located her and she would be in in a very 
short time. ! 

Q fis wad you and Oftloer Mackte sent ont far Mize Hood to come to 
Police Headquarters? ! 

A Yes, we did, sir, | 

Q And when you wont to the office where Sergeant McCarthy was, did 
you see the defendant Charles Coleman? | 

A Yes, sir. | 

Q What was said at that time, if enything, in your presence? 

A Nothing other than the defendent denied the allegations egain, sir. 

Q And what happened then to the defendant? : 

A He vas then brought around to the lineup room end placed in a 
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lineup. That was about 7:30. 
Q bo you recall whether or not tise ood het errivod et Polio (319) 


Headquarters at that time? | 
A Yes, sir, she had. 
Q Did they actually conduct @ lineup? 
A Yes, sir, a five-man lineup, 





Aad was Miss Hood present at the lineup? (319) 
Yes, sir, she was, 

Was anyone identified by Miss Hood in that lineup? 

She pointed out the def'endant. 
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After that, after the lineup, did you see the defendant? 
A Yes, eir. 

Q Where was the defendent at the time you saw him after the lineup? 

A Shortly after 8:30, about 8:30, 6:35 p. m, the same evening, in 
the office, he was taken to the office of the Sex Squad. 

Q Ani vhen he was teken to the office of the Sex Squad, vho vas 
present in the Sex Squad office? 

4 There was Sergeant Mackie and Sergeant McCarthy, Dr. Purse, the 
complainant, Miss Hood, and myself. 

Q Did anyone have any conversation or talk with the defendant at that 
time in your presence? 

4 At that time, at the confronting, the defendant was confronted 
with the complainant. | 

Q And by the complainant, you mean Miss Hood? 

& Miss Hood. ; (320) | 


2 


Did Miss Hood have any conversation with the defendant at that time? 

A At that time the complainant, Miss Hood, asked the defendant, 
Whey QA pou vilek sen cE and ee wal, alley sen pot meancday TE never 
raped nobody. I never robbed nobody. The only thing I ever done was write a 
few numbers.” 

Q And how long would you say that conversation took place? 

A Mot more then eight, ten mimtes. It was very brief, 

Q &é@ efter that conversation, did Miss Hood remain in the presence 
of the defendant? | 

& Mo, sir, She left the room, sir. 

Q The Sex Squad office? 

A Wo, sir. She.left the portion where the confronting was held, which 
is in the rear of this long room, and went around to the front portion of 
the office, which is hidden from view of the defendant. 

Q Whet happened to the defendant when Miss Hood went around to the 
other part of the office? - 

& he defendent remained there, Sergeant McCarthy, Sergeant Mackie 
and myself, He was then questioned regarding the case by all three of us, and 
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he denied it, denied it again to Sergeant Mackie md wyeez, and we (320) 
> left him briefly for a few minutes around 9:00 o'clock, and Sergeant (321) 
McCarthy renained end talked to him, It mist have boon just after 9:00 
o'clock, Sergeant McCarthy called Meckie and I and said — 
" Q Did he talk to you at that time? 

A Be talked to us at that time. ! 

a All right, end ae a result of vhat Detective McCarthy talked to 





| 


a* you at that tine, then what happened? 

A Sergeant McCarthy at that time stated that — 
be MR. HARRIS: Objection. 
q PY MR. McLAUGHLIN: : 


You can't state thet. That is why I tried to avoid that. 


OQ 


| A tT am sorry. | 
y You had a conversation with Sergeant MeCarthy; is thet right? 
A That is right, sir. ! 
Q Atter thst conversation, then vhet next vas done, if exything? 
A Miss Hood, the complainant, was returned to the office, to the 
rear of the room where the defendant vas sitting; at that tine took a seat 
: aiongside of him. ! 
Q ——————— 
: vicinity where the defendant was seated? ! 
i A He said, “Lady, I want to apologize. I en sorry for vbat happened" 
Q Dia he say anything further then that, more then thet? (322) 
A He was questioned -= no, I em sorry. Be says, "Lady," he says, 
"T remember you." He said, “I ves walking don Buclia Street ent," he said, 
"T was alongside the big white house," | 
MR, THIER: T didn't get the last vord. | 
THE WITNESS: He said, rT vas elongete the Dig white house, end T ony 
you in the Studebaker automobile drive into the alley and then go into the 
garage under the big building of the apartment house on the corner." He said, 
: "I followed you over there, and when you got out of your car," he seid, 
: "I grabbed you." He said, "I did pull you up to that place where there were 
some boxes," which leter turned out to be wooden radiator covers, He says, 
eT pulled you back there," he said, "I took some money from you." 
Asked him, “How much money?” | 


He says, “Four dollars," 
He said, WT asied you ia this all you got? I need ten dollars for my 
room rent," 
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She said, "This is all I have got. I was out to dinner tonight and (322) 
this is ell I have got left." 

He said he then taken her shoes off and her purse as my best recollection, 
and threw them aside or held the purse and threw the shoes out to the garage, 
Re said the complainant begged him to return the purse or the wallet, (323) 
inasmich es all of her identification was in it, and ask him if he wouldn't 
please give her her purse back, and he seid he did. He said, "Lady, I will 
admit," he said, "I took your money, but I don't remember," he says, “messing 
with you down there sexually, I really don't." 

Q Did he say anything as to where he went when he left the garage? 

A He stated after he left the scene at 1475 Euclid, he proceeded to 
the 1000 block of Euclid, to the home of his father. He was asked for what 
purpose, and he said to try and get the other six dollars and make up the 
ten bucks for his room rent. He said he really needed ten dollars, 

Q_ . Now prior to the defendant making the statement that you have just 
stated, at any time prior to that, did you or anyone in your presence in 
talking to the defendant mention the fact that Miss Hood was driving a 
Studebaker automobile? 

A  Wever. 

Q Was there anything said by you or anyone in your presence prior to 
that conversation of the defendant's that Miss Hood had been out to dinner 
that night? 

A Wo, sir. 

MR. MCLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of this witness, Your Honor. 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: Government Exhibit 14 was the fingerprint pictures (341) 
of the two known and un’mown fingerprints. Government Exhibit 15 was the 
blood exhibit, the scrapings Officer Singleton said was blood. I believe 
that is all. 

THE COURT: Hes counsel anything to say as to any of these exhibite? 

YR. McLAUGHLIN: My limited purpose was, as I recall, thet in a con= (347) 
versation with the defendant, there was talk of it: someone mentioned blood, 
and he was accounting for it by Imeeling on a tack and the tack stuck in his 
mee, or something to thet effect, That was my purpose in doing it. 

THE COURT: Is that your only purpose? 

MA. McLAUCHLIN: Yes, Your Honor. 

TE COURT: I don't think that means mich, It seems to.me it might be very 
mich more appropriate to be admitted because of this women's bleeding. 
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MR. McLAUGHLIN: As I say, I meant that, and she seid she was (347) 





































% 


? 


bleeding, but, of course, I can't -- I say, they con't say as to vhether it 
was her blood or not. : 
THE COURT: If thet is your only purpose, I think I am going to deny it. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes, Your Honor. | (354) 
(Government Exhibits merked for identification 5, n, 12, 
ae 14 were received in evidence.) ; 


MARY ALLEN HOOD ! (356) 
vas recalled as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and having 
a previously been duly sworn, was examined and testified further as follows: 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
° BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q Miss Hood, E show you Government Exhibit Q-1 end Government Exhibit 
Q-3 and Government Exhibit 0-4, and ask you = : 
Q I believe you identified those as the clothes that you! were wearing 
on the night of November 9, 1955; is that right? | 





Yes, sire 


Were they later turned over to the police? ! (357) 
Yes, sir. | 
From the tine of Novesber Sth, at the time thet you vere veering 
those clothes, witit they were tamed over to the police, vere they 0 yom 
custody in your home? | 
A Yes, they were in my home the next morning. : 
Q Would you say they ere in practically the same coniition today as 
\ on the night of November 9th, when you vere attacked in that garage? 
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A Yes, sir, they are. | 

Q On the night of Noveuber Sth, vhen you returned home, did (358) 
on : 
were they in your possession wt the folloving day, you say 
Yes, sir. 

All right, end vant € you do vith those gurmmats the folloving day? 
Well, I went to the hospitel, but my family gave these to the police, 
The following day? : 
Yes, sir. | : 


And where had they been, at your house? 
Since that time, they have been -- 
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Q No, I meant from the time they were turned over to the police, (358) 
A Well, these two things vere in my clothes closet, and this I suppose, 
was just in the leundry hammock. 
THE COURT: I don't understand yet, Mr. McLaughlin, 
BY MR. McLADGHLIN: 
icc sige, they -verk bimet crer to Dhw pelion te weal 
By my mother, 
And when was that, do you recall? 
The morning of the 10th, I am not sure whether it was the morning or 
the afternoon, but the following day anyway, 
Q Had they been at your home until they were turned over to the police? 
A Yes, sir, | 
THE COURT: Is that all three ‘tens, madam? 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all I have, 
MR. TYLER: No questions, Your Honor, 
THE COURT: All right. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all, Mies Hood. 
THE COURT: Do you want to come to the bench? 
{at the bench:) 
MR, HARRIS: We renew our objection to that. 

SYLVAN YUTER (360) 
wes recalled as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and having 
previously been culy svorn, ves examined end testified further as follows: 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: _ 
Q Officer, in regard to these exhibits, Q-1, I believe, 3 and 4, were 
they received by you? 
ey vaca, Bits 
And received by you when, do you recall? 
On November ilth, sir. 
And received by you from whom? 
From the mother of the complainant, sir. 
And after they were received by you, what did you do with then? 
I brought them to my office and locked them in my desk, and on the 
15th of November, took them to the FBI and turned them over to Special Agent 
Bidezs . 





S oe | 


THE COURT: You said November, sir? | (360) 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. | | 

THE COURT: The 15th of November? 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: : 
You say they have been locked up until thet time? (362) 
In my desk, yes, sir. I have two large dravers in tm my desk. 

And were they then returned to you by the agent? ! 

A On Decenber Sth, Mr. Bides called me end I vent to the office of 
the FBI, and he turned them over to me. I brought them beck and made 2 
property return and sent them to the Property Clerk's office. _ 

MR, McLAICHLIN: I believe thet is all I have of this witness, Your Honor, 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. HARRIS: : 
Q Officer Yuter, you say you received these on Novenber 11th? 
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A That is correct, sir. ! 
Q And your best information is that this alleged occurrence was on 
November 9th? : 
A That is right. 


| 
% You do not know where these were, Q-1, Q-3 and Q-4, from November 9th 


i 


until the time that you received them on the lth? 
A Only what the mother of Miss Hood told me, sir. 
Q So you don't tov vhere they were stored or viat other cbetaci 
they may have been up against up until the time received them, of (362) 
your personal knowledge? 
A No. What I hed asked -- 


MR, HARRIS: No further questions. : 

THE COURT: All right, siz, you ony 30% reoetved ten from the‘ sothart 

THE WITNESS: That is correct, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And where vas the mother at the time, sir? 

THE WITNESS: In an epartment house at 1400 Fairmount Street. I don't 
recall whether it was Apartment 201 or not, Your Honor. : 

THE COURT: Was it the apartment of the complainant? | 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, it ves the epartment of the complainant, She and 
her mother lived together. | 

THE COURT: She and her mother lived there? : 


THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 
THS COURT: All right, sir. 











MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all I have of him, Your Honor, I guess (362) 
we'll have to approach the bench, 
(At the bench:) 
_ MR. McLAUGHLIN: If my friend insists, Your Honor, I will bring the mother 
down, I tried to avoid that, because she is a real elderly lady, I understand, 

THE COURT: If you want her, you can bring her, but I think the (363) 
last statement -- 

MR. HARRIS: I don't think it is up to us. 

THE COURT: No, it isn't up to you, no. 

I think I will receive them, Mr. McLaughlin, because here are the goods 
in the apartment of the complainant and her mother and are accounted for up 
to the next day by the complainant herself, But this is a rape case. If there 
is any question about it, we had better bring her. 

MR. TYLER: I think we had better. 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: We will offer it with that reservation, Your Honor, 


bringing the mother down, sir. 

THE COURT: All right, sir. 

That, then, is the point where you close? 

MR, McLAUGHLIN: Rest, yes. 

THE COURT: Then subject to that and subject to -- was there anything 
else? -- oh, yes, in conformity with what we agreed as to the other exhibit, 

All right, sie, then the Government closes, subject to those two 
reservations? 

MR. McLADGHLIN: Yes. | 

MR, HARRIS: Of course, if the Government has closed, then, of course, 
et this time, Your Honor, ve renew all cur motions heretofare made, and, of 
course, at this point, Your Honor, we sake another motion for a directed 
verdict of acquittal on Count 1 of the indictment, which is the rape 
charge, in thet it goes along with what has been suggested that there (364) 
is no real positive identification. 

THE COURT: I will deny it, Mr. Harris. I think there is sufficient 
evidence for it to go to the jury. If they believe the facta presented, (365) 
4% would be adequate.’ They are adequate on which they could return a verdict. 

_ MB. HARRIS: Out of en ebundance of caution, and under the (366) 
Villeromen case, ve renew all our motions and objections, to protect ourselves, 
THE COURT: I think you did do it. 
MR, HARRIS: Thank you. 





THE COURT: All right, sir. 


(In open courts) 


THE COURT: You may proceed, Mr.. Tyler. | 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: With that, the Government will rest, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Very vell, sir. : 


THE COURT: I assume you are waiving your opening, sir? 
MR. TYLER: Yes, sir. 


Thereupon <= 


KEITH J. DONAHUE 


was called as a witness by and on behalf of the defendant, end after having 


duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
: | 
Officer Donahue, will you state your full name, please? 


BY MR. TYIER: 


Private Keith John Donelme. : 

You are a nenber of the Metropoliten Police Depertnent? 

Yes, sir. ! 

To what department or division of the Metropolitan Police Depart- 


are you attached, sir? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Q 


you base: sn Qucation to S5reet the defendand Chasins Colesan?’ | 


A 
Q 


No. 8 Precinct. 

How long have you been attached to the Sth Precinct? 

Since January 6, 1956. | 

Jemary 6, 1956? 

Yes, sir. : 
ne 

No. 13 Precinct. | 

And how long were you attached to Ho, 13 prior to Jemuary 6th 
Since April 17, 1950. _ 

Do you Inow the defendant sitting to my left here, Cherles Coleman? 
I do. | | 

Between the dates of November 9, 1955 and Jamery 16, 1956, did 
| 

T don't renenber vhet date it vas, I can't truthfully say. 

Any time between November 9, 155 ani Jemuary 6th, exy tine in 


there, did you have an occasion to arrest Charles Coleman, the de- (369) 


fendant here? 


A 


I can't say. Na, not that I can remember. 





Q 
A 


Q 


I beg your pardon? | (369) 
Not that I can remember. I don't remember which date it was. 
No, I mean, do you remember arresting him eat any time on any of 


those dates? 


A 


Q 
A 


Yes, 
You do? 


Yes, 


THE COURT: You mean in between those dates. 


Q 
A 


Q 


BY MQ. TYLER: 
In between those dates. 
Yes. 


In between those dates, that is, the span of almost two, two and 


& half months, how many times did you arrest him between those dates? 


& 
Q 


Once that I can remember. 
What was the basis on that occasion, that one occasion that you 


arrested him? What was the basis for that arrest at that time? 


4 


2 


I wanted him for investigation of rape and robbery. 
For the investigation of rape and robbery. 


Now, sir, why did you arrest Charles Coleman particularly? (370) 


A 
Q 


Because he fitted the description of a looke t we had. 
Give us, sir, the description of the lookout which you had on this 


perticuler rape and robbery. 


A 


Well, it was the general description of the defendant, and the 


defendent or the person who was supposed to have done this was wearing a rust 
colored coat, rust colored, end had a scar over one eye. 


Had e scer over one eye? 

Tes. 

Which eye wes that, do you recall? 

I don't recall, 

But there was a scar over one eye, the man who was supposed to have 


done this? . 
A That is right. 
Q Where did you arrest this defendant, siz? 
A 17th and U Street, Northwest. 
Q And what did you do with him efter you arrested him, sir? 
A I took him to the station in the 13th Precinct. 
Q Did you talk to him on the way to the station, if you recall, do 


you remember? 


? 





®@ : 
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A ilo, I didn't talk to him on the vay to the station, 0. (370) 

Q Did he talk to you on the way to the station? 3 (371) 
i 
Q What did you do, Sf anything, when you got to the station house? 


By the way, sir, excuse me for interrupting, which station house was that? 
A Wo. 13 Precinct. : 








Q What did you do when you got to the station house? 

A I asked the defendant dia he Imow what I hed him for, what 1+ was 
all about, and he said no, that he hed just been let loose on the charge that 
mn : 

Yes, by Detective McKenna and Private Long. 
All right, sir. : 
A So I checked vith Detective McKenna ani he saii thet he hed checked 
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him out on this particular lookout thet we had. | 

Q What does that mean, sir? , 

A Taat means that he had talked to him very thoroughly and he vas sure 
ee ee ee ee ! 

THE COURT: By "downtown," you mean to headquarters? : 

THE WITNESS: To the lineup, sir. 


BY MR, TYLER: ! 
Q He had checked him out and he was sure he was not the man? (372) 
| anicean | 
Q Now, did you heve any further contact at thet time with the defendant? 
A No, I didn't. : 
Q DoT understend you to meen, then, that you left him in the custody 


of Detective McKenne, who released him? 
A I released him myself. 
Q You released him yourself? 
A Yes, sir, | 
Q Wee thet of your om volition thet you released hin, sir? 
‘ | | 
Q 


i 


i 





Yes. : 


And precisely why was it that you released hin? | 
A Because he fitted the generel description perfect, except he did 
not bave a scar over his eye, and thet is vhst the complaining person in this 
case stated, that he definitely had a fresh scar over one of his eyes, 
YR, TYLER: I have no further questions. | 








CROSS EXAMINATION (372) 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q Did you ever talk to Miss Hood? 
A I don't believe I kmow her, sir. I don't know a sir, no. (373) 
Q When this man was picked up by you, did you ever send him to 
Police Headquarters to be fingerprinted? 


A No. 
Q = How? 
A No. | 
i. Q Did you ever bring him to No. 13 and fingerprint him? 
A No. 
Q How? 
A No. 


Q Well now, where did you get your information about this particular 
rape of Miss Hood? 

A Come out on the lookout on teletype. 

Q All right, did you have any record of that yourself or did someone 
tell you? 

A Only the information that I took from the teletype? 

Q Now that information that you took about the man with the scar, 











wasn't that pertaining to two robberies on Florida Avenue? 
MR. TYLER: Objection, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: I think he has got a right on cross examination to ask him 


that. 
THE WITNESS: I can't say thet it was on two robberies on Floride (374) 


Avenue, 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 


Q Well now, when you picked this defendant up, were you picking him (375) 
up for two robberies on Florida Avenue? 

A Wo. 

MR, TYLER: I think he has answered that, sir. 

THE COURT: He sei, NO. | 

BY MR. MoLAUCHLIN: 

Q Didn't you have a description in the precinct of two robberies 

in the 1700 biock, I believe, of Floride Avenue, where this man wore that 


particular type of a jacket that you described. 
A TI can't remember that particular type, not to my knowledge. 








| 


Q Now these two robberies that I am talking about are in No. 13 (374) 
Precinct? | 

A That is right. : 

Q = Well now, aidn't you heve eny report on thet in No. 13 Precinct? 

a Not that I can renenber, not to fit thet description, — 

Q And those two particuler robberies on Florida Avenue, wasn't that 





the description that the man had a scar? 
A I can't remember about that. 
a) Well now, haven't you got them in the precinct? 


They probably are. I can’t remember that far back. | (375) 


That is right. : 
When you picked this defendant up at that ae didn't you inguire 
about these two robberies on Florida Aveme? i 
A If he fit the description, I probably did, but I can't ‘remember 


A 
Q Weren't you a policeman in that precinct at that time? 
A 
Q 


at that time. | 
Q: Didn't he Fit the description by the cost, the sane type jacket 
that you refer to? : 
I can't remember that far back. | 
oii i 
I can't remember that far back. | 
Q WeRL nov, have you got the moans to fingerprint people Sn Woy 29 
Precinct? ; 
A Yes, we have. 
Q Was there any occasion for you not fingerprinting this defendant 
and sending it to headquarters? | 
A Yes, there was. | 
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Q What? . ! 

A Because it hadn't come out then. The fingerprint card hadn't come 
out at the precinct then, We had no way at that time. : 

Q You mean you hed no means at the precinct to fingerprint people (376) 
people? ; 
| A Not at that time. It came out about four days to a week after I 
picked him up and released him. : 

Q Qh, you mean the method, thet is, the equipment and ell Like that 
for fingerprinting people; is that it? ! 

A That is right. 











@ © 
Q So you didn't have anything there at that time? : (376) 
A That is right. 
Q And you say that you have no knowledge at all at the time that 
you picked this defendant up about these two robberies in the 1700 block 
of Florida Aveme? 
A T have imowledge of the robberies, but I don*t have Imowledge 
of whether he fit that description or not. 
Q When you picked this defendant up, didn’t you question him about 


those? 
“A I don't remember} if he fit the description, I probably did. 


Q Oh, you are just guessing now; is that it? 
A Thet is right. 
MR, McLAUGHLIN: That is all. . 

ROBERT J. LONG (377) 
wes called as a witness by and on behalf of the defendant, end after having 
been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY MR, TYLER: 

Q Officer ious, weal sou, plats your dame, sir? 

A Private Robert J. Long. 

Q Yow are a member of the Metropolitan Police Department? 

A Iam 

Q To what division or department are you presently assigned, sir, 

A I am a footman assigned to the 13th Precinct. 

-Q Have you been so assigned since November 9, 1955, sir? 

AT have, 

Q Do you mow the defendant sitting to my left, Charles Coleman? 

A I do. 

Q Between November 9, 1955 and Jamuary 16, 1956, at any time during 
those dates, did you have occasion to arrest the defendant here, Charles 
Coleman? 

A T did. 


Q If you can recall, sir, approximately how many times did you (378) 
arrest the defendant between those dates, November 9th and Jamary 16th? 

A Once. 

@  ihew, wtz, do you recall the clrcunstances under which you arrested 


the defendant, Charles Coleman? 





A Ido. 

Q Would you relate them to the Judge end jury,-sir? 

A Several days previous to the dey I arrested the defendant, Officer 
NcKerma at No, 13 told me if I saw Coleman out on the street, to pick him 
up for investigation, since he had received information that the defendant 
hed been cerrying @ gun end hed pulled © gun on a Chinanen that owns a 
Chinese restaurant up there on U Street. He told me this because I ran the beat 
where Coleman hung around at 17th end U Streets, Northwest. The| date I 
arrested him was, I believe, November 15th, around between 10:30 end 11:00 
o'clock in the morning. At the time I arrested him, I also sent him in for 
investigation of several attempt robberies that had happened in the 1700 
block of Florida previous to ay arrest, because the defendant vas dressed 
a great deal like the man vho the description came out for. : 

A That is right, and he fit the description of the person thet they (379) 
were looking for for attempted robbery. I took him down to the box, and at the 
time I called for the wagon, I also called Detective McKenne at No. 13 to tell 
him thet I hed picked the man up ani to talk to him about the robberies, too. 

Q Did you accompany the defendant to the police precinct, sir? 

A No, I didn't, I took him to the box, called for the vagon, and he 
was driven in in one of the scout cars from No, 10. | 

JOHN F. McKENNA ! 
wes called es a witness by end on behelf of the defendant, and after having 
been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: ! 
DIRECT EXAMINATION | 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Now, sir, would you state your name? 
Private John F. McKenne, No. 13 Precinct. 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
! 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


You are e member of the Metropolitan Police Depertment? 

Yes, sir. | 

How long have you been assigned to No. 13 Precinct, sir? 

Bight yeers. ) i 

Has that been continuously, sir? 

Yes, sir. : 
Q Officer McKenna, do you kmow the defendant sitting here to ay left, 

Charles Coleman? ! 
A Yes, sir. 
Q Wow betwoen the date of Noreaber 9, 1955 and Jemary 16, 1956, €ta 
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I 
| 
| 
| 
| 





you have occasion within your official capacity to have any dealings (363) 
with this defendant? 


I did. 
On how many occasions did you have to deal with him during those 


On one date, November 15th, I believe, I telked to this defendant. 
Was that pertaining to a rape-robbery, sir? 
No, it wasn't. 
Q When was the next time you had en occasion to talk with the 
defendant, sir? 
A I talicd to him maybe a month or two months ago at the D. C. Jail. 
Q And was that pertaining to this particular rape-robbery, sir, 
this case, 
A No, sir, i (384) 
MRS, PERCY C. HOOD (392) 
wes called as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, and after having 
been sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAIHLIN: 
Just talk real loud. Where do you live, madam? 
1601 Oregon Place, Northwest. 
4nd whet is your name? 
My name is Mrs. Percy C. Hood 
Where did you live during the month of November, 1955? 
1400 Fairmount Street, Northwest. 
Ané what did you occupy at those premises? 
Apartment 202, | 
And who occupied that apartment with you? 
My daughter, Mary Allen Hood. 
Just you and your daughter? 
Yes, | (393) 
Q Iwill show you Government Exhibits marked for identification 1-2, 
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3-9 and Q-4 end esk you, did there come a time when you turned those 


exhibits over to somecne? 
A TI did, 
Q@ Do you recell when that wes, madan? 
& Movember 11, 1955, 








And do you recall the officer? | (393) 


Q 
A Sergeant Yuter. | 
‘ Q Where did you get those exhibits to turn them over to Officer Yuter? 
A Out of. the closet. | 
Q In your apartment? 
i. ea 
Q Does anyone else have access to that closet but you end your 
daughter Mary Allen? : 
: tee 
Q Just the two of you live there? ! 
A ‘That is right. 
. MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have to ask. 
CHARLES C. COLEMAN, : (398) 


the defendant herein, was called as a witness in his own behalf, and efter 
being duly sworn, wes examined and testified es follows: | 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY MR. TYLER: | 

Q Now, Mr. Coleman, I want you to speak loudly so that all the menbers 
of the Jury can hear you end His Honor and the Assistant U. S, Attorney. 

Now, stake your name, sir. | 
Where do you reside, sir. 
1727 U Street, Northwest. 


Were you so residing there on or about November 9, 1955? 
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I was. 

Q Now, Mr. Colemen, you have beard the testimony of the Govern- (399) 
ment's compleining witness here, and I am gure you understand the grevity 
of your offense -- ! 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, : 

THE COURT: I vill sustain the objection to thet. Your function at this 
time is to esk questions, sir. 

BY MR. TYLER: | 

Q Nov, calling your attention to Noveber 9, 1955, did you heve 
the occasion or eny reason to be in the reer of the garage in the garage 
known as the Hilltop Garege? : 

A I was, I did heve. : 

Q That is, on November 9, 1955? 











That is right. 


You were in the garage, you say? 

In the morning. 

In the morning? | 
In the morning, between 7:00 and 8:00. 


I am sorry, I can't hear you. Keep your voice up. 

In the morning, between 7:00 and 8:00 or 9:00 o'clock, 
What was your reason for being in that garage at that time? 
For numbers. 

What do you mean, for numbers, sir? 
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Well, I am a number writer, and I have a pretty large book (400) 
which covers that territory, and on that morning, between 7:00 and 8:00 o'clock, 
or 9:00, I picks up my mumbers. 

Q Did you at any time, sir, during that day see the Government's 
complaining witness Miss Hood? 

A No, I didn't, 

Q Did you at any time on that date, sir, attack or molest in any 
fashion the Government's compleining witness Miss Hood? 

A Wo, I didn't. 

Q Were you in the general neighborhood or, rather, the other garages 
in addition to the garage in question on that particular morning, sir? 

A I beg your pardon? 

Q Were you in other garages in thet neighborhood on the mrning (401) 
in question, November 9, '55? _ 

A I was, 

Q Why were you arrested, sir, on January 16, 1955 -- 1956? 

THE COURT: January <= 
BY MR. TYLER: 
Yes, Jamery 15, 1956. 
Why I was. arrested was on a charge of assault. 
On a charge of assault? 
Assseult. 
By whom were you arrested, sir? 
I was arrested by Officer -- I am unable to recall his name right now. 
Is that that officer who testified previously in this case? 
He has, 
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Would it be Officer Donahue? 


Oo 





i A  Stanczek is his name. | | (401) 
- Q Officer Stencaek. 
Now, that was for what, sir? | 
A Assault. , 
Q Now subsequent to, thet is, after November 9, 1955 and previous to 
the date, thet is, before the date on which Officer Stenczak arrested you, 
had you been arrested in comection with this matter previously? 


. | 
= THE COURT: By this matter, you mean the Hood case? 
BY MR. TYLER: 


Q This rape robbery for vhich you are on trial toley, siz. 
A Yes, sir, I have. 2 
Q heed Wein ny Vinee Yawn pe Maen oaatiel tn Aoenseion ween, tals 
| —spartieuler repe-robbery, sirt 
A ‘Bice. : 
Q And by whom vere you arrested on those two occasions? — 
A The first time I was picked up by Officer Long. | 
Q Nov, will you relate to the Court and the jury the precise events 
ie ager Aiea: haga cet eeatiteay vet Sect oa 
that date, when you were arrested by Officer Long? 
a A Yes, sir. | 
THE COURT: Now he hasn't given the date, Mr. Tyler. 
BY MR. TYLER: ! 
Q Do you know the date when you were errested by Officer Long? 
A No, I don"t. 
Q About when was that? | 
A Yt was in the morning. : (403) 
Q What month? : 
A In December. 
Q Around the first veek, the second veek or == cen you give us an 
approximation? | 
A To my knowledge, I believe it wes around the second week. 
Q Somewhere in the second week? i 
A Somewhere in the second week, : 
Q Can you pinpoint that any further in regard to the date? 
A 
Q 


i 
| 





I don't kmow exactly what date it wes. | 


All right, the second week in December, 1955? 








Yes, sir. (403) 
Is that correct, sir? 
Yes, sir, 
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Q Now, did Officer Long arrest you in connection with this matter on 
that date, sir, this particular rape-robbery? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Tell us exactly what happened in relation to the arrest on that 
date in December with regards to you and Officer Long. What did he say to you 
and what did you say to him; where did he take you and what happened: will 
you start, sir? | 

A Well, after I eat my breakfast in the Raven's Restaurant on (404) 
17th and U Street, I went and put my numbers in. 

Q Talk louder so they can all hear you. 

A I went and turned my numbers in. I came back to the corner, went 
back in the restaurant, and I got me a bowl of ice cream, 

Q What time wes that, sir? 

A That was somewhere between 11:00 and 12:00 o'clock, 

Q All right. 

A After I eat my ice cream, I come out of the restaurant and Officer 
Long approached me, He told me I was fitting the description of a man who 
had jost committed robbery-rape and some more robberies. So I told him I 
wouldn't know anything about it and I just got through with my work and I was > 
eating my lunch. So he told me to take me down and let me talk to the 
detective ebout it. 

Q Keep your voice up so they can all hear you. 

& So he carried me to the 16th Street call box, and he called Detective 
MacKenzie, and Detective MacKenzie told him to send me down. So he waited 
for a wagon, and the wagon didn't come, so he stopped one of the scout cars 
that was from No. 10 Precinct, and he had those two officers to take me on 
down to 13, So when I got down to 13 Precinct -= 

THE COURT: Excuse me, does he mean 13 Precinct? 


BY MR. TYLER: | (405) 


Q 13 Precinct you are speaking about? 

A Yes. 

Q Can all the jurors hear on the end down there? Can you hear him on 
the ené? All right, go ahead. 














A After I got down to the 13th Precinct, I was received from (405) 
the arrest officer Long by Detective MecKensie. | 


Q McKenna, you say? | 
A McKenna. | 
Q Is that the seme McKenna who testified yesterday? | 
A Yes, sir, . 
Q All right. | 
A 


He asked me had I been working. I told him I worked. He asked me 
where dia I vork, I told him I work at the Sedgevick Apertnent. He asked ne 
what else did I do for a living. I vas scared to tell him about the mmbers, 
so I didn't mention the mmbers to him at thet time until later on, after he 
had mentioned what hed happened. : 

He asked mo vhet tine do I work. I told him I work from 5:00 to 10:00, 
So he asked me was thet the only occupation I had to make money; I would have 
had to explain myself better than thet. I told him I played semi pro baseball 
for the Washington Tigers, and I do, So after he expressed that part about 
the robbery and repe, I told him, I said, "Well, I am a mmber writer." I 
said, "I would rather for you to know thet which ie facts then to bring (406) 
me in on something like that," thet I kmow is not true. So he told me, "Well, 
© wild eutol: you sitting pembere cow of these Saya and te just jolie thet 
off. He took ay het off my heed end searched my head for e scer. He said, “I 
am looking for a man with a scer on his head." He said, "Iudon't mow exactly 
vhereabouts the sear would be," he said, "but it is a fresh scar." He said, 
“This lady definitely seid it is a fresh scar on his forehead." So he searched 
uy head, end after he searched my heed, he turned me loose, The lieutenant of 
the precinct was present at the time, too. He turned me loose in hia presences 
I went on back up U Street, I welked, After I got up U Street, I vas epprosched 
again by Officer Donahue. : 

Q Excuse me, is that the same Officer Donahue who testified on your 
behalf yesterday? | 

A  Thet is right. 

The gentleman with the brown jacket on? 
That is right. ! 
All right. : 
I vas approached by Officer Donahue at the same spot uhere Officer 
Long hed approached me, He says, "Come over here." I went over to him, He 
gays, “Have you ever been picked up for investigation?® I said, "I just left 
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the precinct." He said, "You're right sure?" I said, "I just left the (406) 
precinct." He said, "Let's go back down." He said, "You fit the (407) 
description of somebody I'm looking for." He carried me on back down to 
No. 13 Precinct -- I'm sorry, he called first and asked Detective MacKenzie 
had he just turned me loose from down there, and MacKenzie asked him what 
was my name. He said, "Charles Coleman,” He said, "Yes, I just released hime" 
He said, "No use bringing him down here unless he got a scar on his head. 
Now if he has accumileated a scar since he left here, bring him down." He 
turned me loose. 

Q Now, apart from the two arrests which you have just related, did 
any other officer arrest you for this rape and robbery? 

KWo, sir, they didn't. | 

Q ee ee ee ee ee eee 
1955 and Jemuary 15, 1956, had you been in any lineups in comnection with 
this matter, this repe-robbery? 

A No, I hadn't. 

Q Getting to the arrest on Jamary 15, 1956, in which you were arrested 
by Officer Stanczak, did there come a time on that date when you were taken 
to the Robbery Squad of the Metropolitan Police Department? 

A Not immediately, | 

Q Let me ask you this, Let's get to the lineup, Did there come a time 
on Jamary 15, 1956 in which you faced a lineup? 

A I did, (408) 

Approximately what time was that, sir? 

A That was Sunday. I wouldn't determine the time because I really 
don't kmow exactly what time it was, 

Q Well now, how much time had elapsed between the time when you were 
first arrested and when you were placed in this lineup, if you know? 

A I wes arrested between 11:00 and 12:00 o'clock on a Saturday night, 
which is Jamary 14th, and I didn't enter the lineup until Sunday. 

Q You didn’t enter the lineup until Sunday? 

& hat was efter 12:00 o'clock, anyway. 

Q Now tell us, the Court and the jury, in a loud, clear voice so that 
the lady end the gentlemen on the end of the jury box can hear you all of the 
events which took place from the time you were put in the lineup until the 
departure of Miss Hood on that night, starting from the lineup. 
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A The night I vas then teken to headquarters, I ves put in the (408) 
lineup with a girl thet cut me on the finger. We went through the lineup. 
No one asked for me concerning no robberies or rape. So I was taken in the 
Sex Squad, That is the first place I vent to, the Sex Squad. I vas questioned 
there about robbery end repe. I vas teken back in the lineup again on the 
second time, and no one asked sbout me for no robbery or repe. 
What time was the second lineup? | | (409) 
As I said before, I wouldn't know the time. : 
All right. | : 
That vas the second time. So the Robbery Squad come ani got me end 
they questioned me about robberies. So after the Robbery Squed turned me 
beck over to the Sex Squad, the Sex Squad aid not question me eny further 
right off, They tured ne over to — vhat is this — murder squad, the 
Homicide, and they gave me two lie detectors on two mrders, end I understood 
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one was on Georgia Avemme and the other was on Chepin Street. Atter they hed 
turned me loose from over there, they sent me beck over to the Robbery Squad, 
cnd the Robbery Squad put me beck in the Lineup for the third tine, end on 
the third occesion, still didn't no one -- 
THE COURT: I didn't hear that. 
THE WITNESS: On the third time thet I vent to the lineup, nobody wanted me. 
THE COURT: Nobody? | 
THE WITNESS: Nobody. . : 
BY MR. TYLER: : 
That is the third lineup now? ! 
That is the third lineup. | 
All right. 
The Robbery Squad put me through the fourth time in the new. 
Nobody vented me. They turned me over to the Sex Squad again, The Sex | (410) 
Squed put me through this short Lineup dovn in front of the screen. I wes 
pointed out by @ colored lady as being the one in her roon. This colored 


i 
| 
' 
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lady says, she seid I was different -- 

Q ‘Wo matter whet sho sald, stick to this matter here, Did Mes Hood 
identify you? | 

A Miss Hood wasn't even in the audience. | 

Q Let m ask you this. Were there any other subeaquent Lineups efter 
this fourth lineup? | 


| 











THE COURT: Excuse me, Mr. Tyler, the marshal advises me some of (410) 


the jurors are not hearing. Why don't you go over that way and then the jury 
can hear, 


BY MR. TYLER: 

Q Ali right, now, keep your voice up so I can hear you ‘back here. 

THE COURT: Let me suggest this. I don't know where you left off, but I 
understood him to say he was taken to the Sex Squad and he had been pointed out 
iy 3 eiicmad ‘ady, and pou wtopped ‘bw from w conversation thors, and be 
said that Miss Hood, the complainant, was not there. Is that what you said? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Does that bring you up, ladies and gentlemen? 

(The jurors nod affirmatively.) 
BY MR, TYLER: (411) 

Q All right, sien, let's keep it up where I can hear you. Is thet the 
last lineup or were there subsequent lineups? 

That was the lest lineup. 
You don't remember seeing a Miss Hood at that time? 
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No, sir. . 

Q =Let me ask you this. Could you see the persons who were on the other 
side of the screen? 

4 Only if you are down in there amongst them, You camnot see them out 
of the screen, 

Q So that you wouldn't know whether Miss Hood was down there or not; 
is thet correct? 

& tf would Imow in that lest one, 

Q After this last lineup, what, if anything, took place in regard to 
this case, this rape-robbery? 
Ask that again. 
After the lineup, where did they take you and what did they do? 
They talen me back to the Sex Squed. 
All right, what heppened then? 
I was in Officer Sullivan's office. In this Officer Sullivan's 
office, Sergeant McCarthy -- he testified already -- he was sitting there. He 
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asked me would I take a lie detector test. I told him I would like to have (412) 

one, I said, ¥ir =. He Getector test, prove ¥ am innocent, T would Lite to have 

ite" So he talked on end he talked on, and he asked me to apologize to this lady. 
Q You said he asked you to apologize to this lady? 
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A Yes, sir, he asked me to apologize to this lady. | (412) 

Q Do you mow which ledy he was talking about? : 

A Migs Hood, I told him I don't have no apologies to make to anyone. 
He seid, "I'll bring her in here and ace vhat you want to say to her,” 

Q Keep your voice up. | 

A So he brought Miss Hood in there end sat her dovn in front of me, 
and he asked me, he said, "Charles <= | 


Q Let me interrupt. Where was this? | 


| 


| 
A This was in the Sex Squad, in the back of the Sex room, the Squad 
room. 


So he asked me to apologize to Miss Hood. She was sitting in front 
of me, So I said, "Lady," I said, "I don't have no apologies to make to you." 
I said, "I haven't did anything. I haven't robbed you. I haven't reped you, 
end I don't see vere I should spologize to you for something somebody else 
did to you." I said, "In fact, I wish they vould catch the men who did do it 
and you could accept his apologies, not mine." So after they taken (413) 
Miss Hood out, one officer — I can't reeall his name, but he testified — 
he told me I was smart. He said, “We didn't ask you to toll ber that, We asked 
you to apologize." So he started beating on me, and McCarthy told him, he 
said —— : 

Q Speak up: they can't hear you. ! 
A "Phere is no use doing that." : 

Q Speak Jouton, Inst & atmite, Repeat the Jest statomnt. aut 
moment. Will: the clerk repeat the lest statement he just made? Some of the 
jurors can't hear. . 

(The last answer was read.) | 

BY MR. TYLER: | 

Q $1) right, now continue and keep your voice up loud so all of the 
jurors can hear you. : 

A dnd after he told this officer, "no use doing thet," he ordered 
him to take me whore he could give me a Le detector test, and they taken me 
in there, but I didn't got it, They didn't give mo & lie detectar test. 
Instead, they started vhopping me, Sargeant Mackio end Tutor, and both of 
thom, they butted me, Kicked me, and I told thom I didn't care whet they do, 





I was going to take it and stand up for my rights. He said, well, I went 


you to go back in there and apologize to that woman." I said, "If you want 
me to apologize for writing numbers, I will do so." I said, aT em not 








guilty of no rape-robbery of nobody," and I just took the beating (413-414) 
and I continued taking it, and I took it for hours and hours, and I was already 
sick, and I had a toothache and I also had stitches in ny fingor (indicating), 
had them in my ear. I got them busted out right there, and I didn't tell them 
anything. 

Q So what happened? Go ahead, what happened then? 

A After that, they took me back down in the lockup. I stayed. about 
five minutes, before I calied for something to be put in my teeth. So one of 
the officers come and told me he would send me over to the hospital. He sent me 
over here to General Hospitel. I guess that is where it was, 

Q Is that ali thet took place on the afternoon of the 15th at Police 
Headquarters? . 

A Yes, sir, 

% Now let me ask you this, sir. Did you at any tine tell Miss Hood in 
the presence of Dr. Purse that you were sorry that you did attack her? 

A At no time did I say over five words to Miss Hood, That is to say — 

THE COURT: No, tho question is, did you tell her that you vere sorry 
that you did attack her? Is that your question? 

THE WITNESS: At no time I told her. 

Mm, TYLER: Yes, sir. 

THE WITNESS: I didn't tell her that at no time. (415) 

BY MA. TYLER: 

Q Now, at the tine you talked these epprorimately five vords to Miss 
Hood, was that before or after the beating? 

A That was before the beating. 

Q let me sce if I understand you correctly. You talked to Miss Hood 
before the beating? 

Before the beating. 
Did you talk to her again after the beating? 
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No, I didn't. 

Q Now, did there come a time when you had a conversation in regard to 
this case in the D, C. Jail with a member of the Metropolitan Police Department? 
A Yes, sir. | | 
Q Im regard to this particular case here, this particular rape and 
robbery, I would like for you to tell the Court end jury what was said to you 

and what you said to the officer. 
THE COURT: And who it was end where, sir. 




















BY MR. TYIER; | (415) 
Q This man in the D, C, Jail, as I understand it? . 
A Yes, sir. Detective MacKenzie, he visited mo in the D, C. Jail, and 
he asked me, he said, "Charles" — may I say what he seid? | 
Q Go eheed, . (416) 
THE COURT: Yes, sir, . 
THE WITNESS: He said, “Charles,” he seid, “they gave me hell for turning 
you loose." He said, "They thought you vere en important suspect in these 
cases," he said, "put I don't see hov they could do $0," ho said, "because 
I had the description from headquarters there." He said, "The complainant 
was turned in here at the 13th Precinct," he said, “and I would be willing 
to go on the stand and tll it just like I Imov it." He said, "I had those 
bs dcscriptions and I was looking for the man," and he said, "It you get © good 
: lzvycr and have them subpoena me in court, I will go to court on the stand and 
tell my story about it." He says, "I mow the description -— 
| BY MR. TYLER: 
: Keep your voice up. 
-- of the man." 
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What is the last word you said? 
He said, "T Imow you are not the man that did it end I imow the 


» 
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description of the man that did it." : 
Q Did he ever give you a description of the man who did it? 
A He did. | 
Q What was thet description? | 
A He told mo the man weighed about 150 pounds, Be was about (417) 
5 fect 8 inches tall. He hed a scar on his forehead. He said this man vas 





: wearing a brown suede jacket, He also told me mine looked more of @ maroon, 
: Q Is that the last time you saw Officer MeKemna prior to his testimony 
here today? Was that tho last occasion in which you saw Officer McKenna — 
A That is right, sir. 
Q -e prior to the testimony yesterday? 
A Yes, sir. 
Q Let's get back to the lineup e mimte. | 
THE COURT: Which one, Mr. Tyler? 
MR, TYLER: The last lineup, Lineup No. 4. 


BY MR. TYLER: i 
Q At that particular lineup, aid I understand you to say it vas after 
No. 4 Lineup in which the officers talked to you about Miss Hood? 
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A Theat is right, (417) 
Q Now at this particular lineup, sir, did they have you say anything 


in the lineup? 
A Wo, sir, not at the fourth one. 


THE COURT: I didn’t hear that, 
THE WITNESS: No, sir, not at the fourth lincup. 

BY MQ. TYIER: 

Did they have you sey anything at any of the lineups? (418) 

Yea, sir. 

Q sii sikh, aew at tie Hem teat See wee th ie Be, ata Se 
_ Speak through e microphone or, rather, did you see a microphone? 

& The microphone was dropped down, As we stepped up to speak, it was 
dropped down to the height. 

Q Did you speak into the microphone? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now, to your best recollection, sir, during the course of the 
events -— or on Jamary 15, 1956, how many times, how many occasions did 
you have to talk to Miss Hood? 

A Only once. 

m_) Only once that you recall; is that correct? 

A That is right. 

Q On this occasion when you talked to Miss Hood, sir, approximately 
how long did this conversation take place? 

& About five minutes, 

Q In addition to you and Miss Hood, who else was present? 

A Well, there were about five detectives in there. I wouldn't know 
all their names. 

Q Dering the course of your conversation with Miss Hood, was anyone 
else speaking? What I mean to say is, were you interrupted at any time during 
the course of your conversation with Miss Hood? (419) 

A No, I wasn't. | 

Q Did there come ea time during the course of your conversation with 
Miss Hood when there was a disagreement between you and her? 

A Wo, there wasn't. 

Q ‘There was not? | 

A There was no disagreement. 

Q Did Miss Hood eat that time accuse you of being the person who 
assaulted her? 
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ci; he Hants Sie aly wpe micut the vetee: | (419) 
Keep your voice up nov, ve ere having trouble again. Keep your voice wp. 
She only spoke about the voice. She disn't accuse me. 

What did she say about the voice? ! 
She said my voice sounds kind of like the man, 
Keep your voice up, don’t let it drop, 

But she said, "t couldn't identify the men I couldn't sey he is 
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the man." She also said I didn't have to be the man, Sbe seid it ie just his 
voice. She said his voice sounds kind of like the man. She seys he has got 
real scft voice, She says he hes got a real soft voice. She kept saying thet. 
She kept saying that. She said his voice sounds almost like the men. (420) 

Q Did she say anything else ebout whether she could identify it es 
being white or colored? | 


\ 
| 


A Wo, I didn't hear her say anything about that, | 
Q During the course of this conversation, did Miss Hood at any tine 
in your presence identity you directly as being the mam who assaulted her? 
A No, she didn't, | 
Q Dia she during the course of this cowversation mention anything 
else in addition to whet you have given us as to the physical features of 
this assailant? | 
No, she didn't, ! 
Have you ever seen any of those articles there before? 
In deed, I haven't. 
Sir? 
No, sir, I haven't. 
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Did you ever tell any of the officers ebout a Studebaker car which 
Miss Hood was supposed to have been driving? | 

No, sir, I didn't, | ! 

Did any of the officers ever tell you about Studebaker? 

I wasn't even questioned about a car. | 

At the tine you vere picked up, sir, where were you living? (421) 


1727 U Street, Northwest, | 
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Now, that was about Jamary 15, ‘56, sd aiaaeel: Salama 
your rent on that date? | 
A side Hasia Sgask eta Ae wha haw hore ands 


| 
| 
| 
| 


front with my rent, more than weeks. 





Q Getting back toe November 9, 1955, I believe you have told (421) 
us you vere in the garage, to the best of your recollection, between 8:00 
and 9:00 o'clock in the morning, is that correct, sir <= 

A That is right. | 

Q == writing numbers? 

Did you have an occasion to go in there at any time after that? 

A No, I don't heaves 

THE COURT: I don't think he understood you. You asked him if he had 
occasion to go in there again. He said no, he don't have. You mean, you didn't 
have occasion that day? 


THE WITNESS: I don't have occasion at any time to go in there after 


7:00, 8:00 or 9:00, between those hours. 

THE COURT: All right. 

BY MR. TYLER: 

Q So that you did not go in that garage any more that day? (422) 

A Wo, sir, I didn't, , 

Q Wow, on the afternoon of November 9th, around 9:00 p. m, do you 
have any present recollection of where you were? 

A I do have, 

Q Can you tell us where you were at that time? 

A Between 6:00 and 7:00 o'clock, I called up 1705 Lawrence Street. 
That is where my girl lives, I called her up and told her what the number 
was that day. Then I told her I would be out there in the next forty-five, 
fifty mimrtes, which it takes that long to go out there if I go by street 
car or bus; if I go by cab, it is quicker. So I takeSthe street car out there 
and I stays, I wouldn't exactly say, until 12:00 o'clock. It was sometime 
between 12:00 and 12:00 o'clock when I left out there, because I watched 
the fight while I was out there. Every Wednesday night I am out there. 

Q You watch the fight out there every Wednesday night? 

A - Every Wednesday -- not only Wednesday, Monday, Wednesdays, end 
Fridays. 

How, sir, did you tell any members of the Metropolitan Police 
Department thet you had taken any money from the compleinant, Miss Hood? 
A Wo, I have never told them thet. 
Q Did you ever apologize to Miss Hood? (423) 
No, I never apologized to her. I didn't have no cause to apologize 














S 

Q Did you tell Miss Hood thet you had thrown her down dnd she (423) 
fell on en object? . | 

A  WNever told no one that. 

MR. TYLER: Will you indulge us a minute, Your Honor? 

THE COURT: Yes, sir. 

BY MR. TYLER: | 

Q ind did you ever tell Miss Hood that you observed her Studebaker 
going into the garage? : 

A Beg your pardon? | 

Q Did you ever tell Miss Hood that you observed her Studebaker car 
going into the garage? | 

A No, I have never told her. ; 

Q Did you ever ask the detectives for permission to speak to 
Miss Hood? 

A Wo, I didn't, I asked them permission to see a dentist, 

Q Did you at any time have occasion to take four dollars from any 
party on that particuler day? 3 

A No, I didn't. : 

Q When was the first time you sav Miss Hood, the very first time 








you ever saw her? | 
Jemuary 15, 1956. : (424) 

Q That was the date of the lineup, sir? : 

A ‘That is right. 

Q dettine 40. your commmrention with Genguect Mitasthiy, ten tio was 
questioning you sbout this perticuler matter, this rape-robbery, do you 
recall, sir, the questions thet Sergeant MoCerthy asked you and the ensvers 
you gave hin? | 

A Yes, He written about five ar six different cars on @ piece of 
peper. He said, "Do you kmow the names of those cars?" I said, "Yes o" He 
said, "Which one did Miss Hood drive?” I said, "I don't know, | 

Q He gave you five or six diferent peices of peper with nanos of 





cars, you say? | 

A One piece of paper, but he hed five or six different named cars 
on it, and he asked me, “Which one did Miss Hood drive?" I said, "I don't 
imow what you're telking about." | 


Q What did he say then? | 
A He just took the paper back, He didn't say nothing. 





2 e 
Did he ask you any additional questions? (424) 
No, he didn't. 
Did Sergeant Meckie question you about this particular matter. sir? 
He did, 
Do you recall the questions that Sergeant Mackie asked you (425) 
and the enswers you gave Sergeant Mackie? 
A He asked me did I do it. Some other question he asked me -- I didn't 
understand it too well. | 
Q Keep your voice up, they are having trouble on the end again, 
A He asked me some other question. I didn't understand it too well, 
and I asked him to repeat it. He told me here is the way he was going 
to repeat it, and he pulled his watch off end smacked me beside my head. 
Q dust a mimte; hold it a mimite. Look toward the jury box and 
ansver them, 


A He asked me some question. I didn't understand it, and I asked him 


to repeat the question so I would understand it, maybe I could answer it. 
He said, "I'm not going to ask you no more." He said, "Here's the way I'm 
going to ask you." He took his watch off his arm, took his cuffs out of his 
cuff sleeves, and smaci:ied me beside my head, and that is ali. Then this 
Sacguank Sites took over Sree these, fe wasted beltduy on, iicking we. 

Q Did Sergeant Yuter ask you any questions with regerd to this 
perticuler matter? 

A He didn't ask me nothing. He asked me everything with his fist, 
He didn’t ask me no questions at all. 

Q Now, in addition to Sergeant Mackie and Sergeant McCarthy -- (426) 
rather, Officer McCarthy =- who else asked you questions at this particular 
time with regard to this particuler matter? 

A = Nobody, ; 

Q Mt the time that you were struck by Officer Mackie -- I beg pardon, 
Officer Yuter, were any other officers present? 

A Sergeant Mecikie. This Detective McCarthy, he come in at the time 
and told him, no use beating me. 

Q Keep your voice up, they are having trouble down there. 

A This Detective McCarthy -- I reckon thet is his name; I don't know 
the name -- he come in and told him there is no use beating me any more, 
that is all, 


Q Did the members of the Metropolitan Police Department on this 
particular date ask you to give ea statement? 





No, they didn't. ! (426) 
Did they ask you to sign any documents? : 
He asked me to sign something. T told him T efn't had nothing to 





ss sign. | 
Q At the time he asked you to sign, did be hend you @ piece of paper? 
" MR, McLAUCHLIN: I object to this, | 
‘ THE COURT: You are leading now, sir. You had better ask him, (427) 
} BY MR. TYLER: : 
0 At the time he asked you something, vas anything handed to you? 
: A May I explain who it was hended me something? | 
THE COURT: You hed better never the question end let counsel put 
BY MR. TYLER: i 
Q Was anything handed to you, any identifiable object, et the tine 
he asked you to sign? | 
A No, eir, not by Sergeant Meckie or Yuter. | 
Q Was it handed to you by anyone? | 
A It was handed to me by homicide detective. : 
Q  Whet was it he handed you? | 
. A He said I would have to volunteer to take the lie detector test 
on these two mrdera, : 
on Q Did he hand you anything to sign? : 
A He handed me a piece of paper to sign. I also read that piece of 
paper. 


y THE COURT: Do we !mow who this is? | 
A THE WITNESS: I don't kmow that detective's name, but he is on the 
Jomicide Squad. i 
BY MR. TYLER: ! 

Q Did I understand you correctly to say, sir, that you read this 





piece of paper? ! 
Yes, sir. : (428) 
What was on that piece of paper that you read? 
This piece of paper stated that I wes volunteering — 
Just a minute, Tek to the jury. Keep your voice ups. 

A I hereby volunteer to take this lie detector test. The other part — 
r didn't get thet part, but I am pretty sure it was no confession or nothing 
like that, it wasn't, because I understand it, but it expleined in those 
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words further down there <= I can’t remember, but I do remember it | (428) 
say I hereby voluntarily take this lie detector test. | 

Q Do you recall at any time, sir, pulling your trouser leg up and 
Showing someone a scar or an injury on your leg? 

A Ne, I didn't. 

Q Now, do you lmow who assaulted Miss Hood, sir? 

A No, sir, I don't. 

Q Did you ever tell anybody that you knew who assaulted her? 

A No, I have never told anybody. 

Q Did you assault her? 

A ‘No, I didn't. 
Q Did you ever volunteer to state that you had anything to do with 
tiss Hood? 

A No, I haven't. (429) 

Q Did you ever take any money from Miss Hood? | 

A No, I didn't. 

TaE COURT: Aren't, you repeating, sir? I don't want to cut you off if 
there is anything you missed, but my recollection is you have covered those, 

BY MR. TYLER: 
% Now, Mr, Coleman, I am going to show you Government Exhibit No. 10, 


end I em goirg to ask you, can you identify the signature on that particulier 
card? 


No, I can't identify it. 

Is thet your signeture? 

No, it isn't. 

Do you recall. signing the card? 

No, I cen't recall it. 

THE COURT: You say you do not recall? 

THE WITNESS: I do not recall signing the cerd. 

MR, TYLER: Would you mark this as Defendant 's Exhibit 2, please? 
THE CLERK: Defendant's Exhibit No. 2 for identification. 
(Defendant's Exhibit 2 was marked for identification.) 
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BY MR. TYLER: 
Q Wow I eam going to show you Defendant’s Exhibit No. 2 for (430) 
identification, 


MR, McLAUGHLIN: I will have to object to it. All right, go ahead. 
MR, TYLER: Is there objection? 











YE. McLAXLIN: Are you going to offer that in evidence? (430) 
MR, TYLER: I will. ! 





MR. McLAUGHLIN: I will have to object to it, Your Honor, As I understand 
the law, any signature or any writing has to be in existence prior to the 
time thet this is. If he writes something now, he already sew that one. 


MR. TYLER: All right, for purpose of identification, may I continue, sir? 





THE CCURT: For what perpose, sir? If give me eny lav, I vill be glad 
MR. TYLER: No, sir, This is for identification purposes only. I have 
here a piece of paper which -- : 


| 
THE COURT: It can be of no use. If you have got anything which will 
sustain you, I will be gled to hear you on it, but I understand that is not 


the lav. I think the reason is clear to you, sir. | 


MR. TYIZR: Yes, Your Honor. 


BY MR, TYIER: | 
Q How, you state this Se not your signature on this card, air? 
A It is not my signature. | (431) 
THE COURT: Gir tint Say that. How do you vent to change that? 


BY MR. TYLER: 
Q Is this your signature on this card? | 
A ‘hat is not my signature on thet card. ' 
MR. TYLER: Does that answer Your Honor's question? 
THE COURT: Yes. I understood him to say he did not recall signing the 
cerd. Which is the fact? | 
THE WITNESS: That is not my signature on thet card, | 
THE COURT: All right. | 
BY MR, TYLER: 
Q Mes Coleaan, during the tine you vere talking to Miss Hood, in the 
course of your conversation with Rer, éid che have en occasion to leave the 
room and come back during the course of your conversation? 
A Did I have the occasion? | 
No. Did she have the occasion? ! 
Yes. She went out. 
And she came back? 
No. 
She did not come back? 
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She didn't come back, 





@ © 
Q So that the conversation, then, that you had with Miss Hood (432) 
on the 15th was uninterrupted? ; 
A Right there; nobody in the room, . 
WR. TYLER: I think that is all at this time, Your Honor. 
CROSS EXAMINATION (433) 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q Are you the same Charles Curtis Coleman who in 1946 was convicted 
of grand lerceny? . | 
4 That is right. 
Q Are you the same Charles Coleman who in Richmond, Virginia, in 1947 
was convicted of robbery? 
Thet is right. 
You were arrested on January 15, 1955; is that right? 
No, sir, that is wrong, 
How? 
That is wrong. 
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When were you arrested? 

Jameary us, 1956.6 

All right, January 14th. Well, what was the —_ about 12:00 midnight? 
Between 12:00 and 12:00. It wasn't 12:00 o'clock, I am sure. 
Midnight; is that right? 

No, sir, it wasn't midnight. 

Well, between 11:00 and 12:00 p. m., we'll put it that way. (434) 
That is right. 

How? 

That is right. 

And 12:00 is midnight, that is what we are referring to, about that 
hour; is thet right? | 

12300 would be midnight. 

Would be midnight? 

But it wasn't 12:00. 

It wasn't 12:00. Where were you arrested? 

I wes arrested at the hospital, Freedmen'’s Hospital. 

What hospital? 

Freedmen's Hospital. 

And what wes your reason for being at Freedmen's Hospital? 

I got cut at a party on my finger. 
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fné where did she cut you? 


Q All right, where did you get cut at that party? | (434) . 
A 1742 Swenn Street, Northwest. : 

Q Who cut you, can you recall? | 

A Sarah Davis. | 

@ Sares Devi? : 

A Theat is right. | 

Q 

A 


On my finger and on my ear. 
Q a your ear. 


(435) 


So that you vere at Freednen's Hospitel at the tine of your arrest to 
get treatment for the injuries thet Serah did thet night; is thet right? 

A That 4 right. : 

Q So that on January 15th of 1956, those injuries were still 
noticeable, weren't they, the cut on the car ani the cut on the! beni? 

Watle at Freeduen's Hospital, aid you receive any treatment for the cut 
on the ear or the cut on the hand? ! 

A Both of them, I did. 
Did they take any stitches in then? 
Yes, sir. 
How many stitches, do you know? 
Fourteen on my finger and two in my ear. 
Fourteen on the finger and two on the ear? | 
That is right. : 
Do you Imow where the girl was, Sarah? | 
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A At that time, I didn't imow vhere she vas efter she left 1742 Svann 
Street, but vhile I vas up to the hospital, I learned that she ves dovn in 
the 13th Precinct. | 

MR, TYLER: Keep your voice up, please. The juror on the end is (436) 
having trouble hearing you. 

THE WITNESS: I am sorry. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: ! 

Q So thet at the time that you vere arrested by Officer Stancsak, 
it ves @ charge of ascault vith a dangerous veapon on the girl; im't thet 
right. | 

A No. She was the compleinant. 

Q She was the complainant? — 





A That is right. 











Q And you were brought to No. 13 Precinct by Officer Stanczak (436) 
and you were booked on that charge, were you not? 

A TI never was in the 13th Precinct. 

Q How? 

A I never entered the 13th Precinct, 

Q Officer Stanezak didn't bring you to No. 13 Precinct? 

A He arrested me and had me brought all the way to headquarters. I 
didn't enter the 13th Precinct. I was in a truck. 


You say they stopped at No. 13 Precinct? 
They just stopped there, but I never did get out of the truck, sir. 
You don't know whether or not you were charged with that offense 


Q You never went to -- 

A They stopped there, but I did never go into the 135th Precinct. 
Q You never hit the 13th Precinct et all on January 15th? 

A No, sir. (437) 
Q Any part of the day? 

A No, sir. 

Q Any part of the day at all? 

A ie, nin, mot ah wa 

Q How? 

A Not at all. 

Q 

A 

Q 
not 
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assault with a dangerous weapon? 
All I know, I was told. I don't know whether I was charged or nothing. 
Q Now, you did have those injuries on you when the police questioned 
Seti th Gah atten, Tene Ustn, aid sou NoET 
A Sunday afternoon, Jamary 15th? 
Q Yes, sir. 
A f had those injuries? 
Q You had the injuries as a result of the cutting? 
& I did. 
Q 
A 
Q 


.) 
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How? 
That is right, 
Now, let us get back to your number writing. 


MR, TYLER: Keep your voice up now. The jurors are still having (438) 
trouble. . 


BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 





Q eee ee eee eon Snes See ne (438) 
1475 Euclid Street; is that right? 


| 
| 
| 


A T don't ino the adress, but T can describe the building. 

Q All right, describe the building to us. : 

A puciadilaed diadiaanimih edie Geewate 
buildings there that I go in. Now the Hilltop is the one — is the brown 
building. It is e brow brick building. The other one — I disrenember’ the 
name == is the white brick building. | 

Q ALI right, and hov do you get into the brown butléing 
Hilltop building? : 

A How do I get in? ! 

Q Joiits theese thes topaiiticiy lain Tf you don't understent thes, 
I will gladly repeet them. 

A Well, I would like for you to repeat that. 

Q Tour, ow 2 you gut Sn the BtLitop using? Hv do gon 9 
it to write these mmbers? 





A Well, I enter the basement. 
Q How do you enter the basement? ! 
A they got stepe there right et the lamtry, You Inov, there sre som 
stops come right in off the alley at the laundry, At times I go in (439) 
thet vay, If I ring thet bell and the janitor don"t answer it, then I look 
in the garage for him, If he is not in there, then I vill go to the desk, 
and they have a boy there on the desk thet pleys with mo, and he generally 
has mmbers, too. Somctines the janitor will leave his mumbers with him if 
he is gone. | 
Q You say you go into the garage part of that building? 
A Occasionally. | 
Q I vill show you these Government exhibits, Goverment Bxhibite 6, 
7, 8 and 9, and ask you whether those exhibits fairly represent the basement 
of thet Hilltop Apertment? | 
A 7 doce, 
How? 
7 does. 
What pert of the basement does that represent -- 
The entrance <= 
-- 72 








=- as you come in, 
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As you come in? (439) 
That is right. 

And does it show in that picture the driveway where the autos come in? 
That is right. 

And the autos come in the driveway on what street? (440) 
Well, I wouldn't know whether all of them enter there or not. 

What? 
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I wouldn't imow whether all of them enter the same -- enter the 
building the same way or not, 

Referring to that driveway, I show you Exhibit &. 

This is from the alley. 

Does the driveway come in there? 

Yes, 

Bow many driveways are there into the basement, do you know? 
No, I don't. 

How meny can you remember? 

Only one. | 

Only one? 

Only one. 

Have you ever driven a car in there? 

I have left my car parked outside. 

Oh, you left your car parked outside? 
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That is right. 


& 


And you have been in the habit of going down in through the basement 
of this Hilltop garage; is that right? 


& TI have went down there occasionally. (442) 

Q You have went down there? 

A I have. 

Q Did you write any numbers with anyone in the garage part of that 
building? 

A I have. 


Q Ang who did you write mumbers with in the garage part of that - 
building? © 


A The man that does the cleaning up. Sometimes he would be down there 
in the garage when I go in or I had called for him and I understand for him 


to go out there, or he will be in the laundry room somewhere: just where he 
is at, thet is where I have to catch hin, 
141 
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Q By that do you mean you would go in there end walk through (441) 
the entire place looking for this man? . ! 

A Sis, Thay Have & bold. at the Stepe, T xing feo We, 

Q Well, vhet did you just stert to say, thet sonetines you would 
walk in in the laundry end different places in the basement? 

A Thet is right, Sometimes I will ring the bell, es I seid before, 
and get no ansver from the bell, then I go around end I vill sce him, You 
see, he is unable to hear that bell all the time from the gerage, and if he 
is out there cleaning up the garage, he wouldn't hear. : 

Q So thet you then valk through end look round end ece vnere (442) 
he is; is that right? | 

A No, I don'te | 

Q You have no cortein place to met him in the garage, do you? 

A Well, I don't have no habit of writing numbers out in the lobby 
or I don't have no habit of letting people sce me write mmbers, 

Q All right, vhen you would ring the bell and you say this fellov 
doesn't hear the bell, why, then how would you locate him? | 


A Then I will go around and look in the garage, and if I don't see 


him in there moving around somewhere, then I will imow he either left his 


munbers with the elevator boy or girl. ! 


Well now, the garage is quite e large place, ten't it? 

Well, I wouldn't Imov, I have never paid that mch attention, 

nowt : 

I wouldn't Imov. I have never paid too mich attention to it. 

I meant, if you walked in the garage to go up to the clevator, 
how would you get from the garege up to where the clevator men was? 


A I never have approached the elevator. I wouldn't Imo the (443) 
elevator == : 

Q Didn't you just sey if he veen't eroud, thet soustines you would 
pick them up from the elevator man? | 
The operator, the switchboard operator. | 

Oh, the switchboard operator? 

They only had a switchboard operator there. 

The switchboard operator <= : 

I can get these from the front. | 

Wait e minute, one at a time, The awitchboard operator is not in 


\ 
| 
| 
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A That is right, he is not in the garage, (443) 

Q How would you get from the garage up to the switchboard operator? 

A I wouldn't go thet way. Then I would come around the front. 

Q In other words, you go out of the building? 

A I wouldn't go in the building, not from the front, unless I see it 
is clear, you understend mc. If I walk right in the building, then I am in 
there for writing mmbers, somebody sees me. If he motions to me -— 

Q Who? 

A The switchboard operator, and I don't mean the elevator operator, 
decause they don't use the elevator operator in there. 

Bow do you know that? , | (444) 
I do know that, It is a push button. 

Self service, you mean, elevator? 

That is right. 
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Well, how would you get the attention of the switchboard operator 
without going in there? 

I can stand on the sidewalk and see him. 

You would stand and make a signal? 

They have a big glass front. You can see him, 

You make signals. What is the switchboard operator's name that you 
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played the numbers with? 
A tI never mew his name, and then he wasn't working there long. 
Q How? 
A I never Imew his name, and he wasn't working there too longs 
Q Is he working there now? 
A The other one thet was working there, whether he was fired or he 
quit on his own, I don’t know, but I know he didn't work -- 
Q How long had you picked up numbers from hin? 
THE COURT: Which one is “hin,” sir, the firat or second? 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
The switchboard operator. 
The second one? . : (445) 
No, let's teke the first one, 
Oh, the first one. A good little while. 
‘Bow? ; 
A good little while, but he never did play regular, too regular. 
What? 
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A I picked up from him e good little vhile, but he never {445) 
played too regular, 

Q Well now, when you say you picked up from hin, até sow Just pick 
his mmber bet or did he have @ book in the house end turned the book over 


. to you? . ! 
" A duet his mmber bet. _- : 
2 0h, just his mmber? 4 
: A Thet is rights : 
Q In other,#ords, he had no book in the house end turned it over 
» to you? rs | 
> / 


| 
J pia you have enyone in there writing, have e bool: in the house, 
that /Acurned over to you? : 

A No, I didn't, | 

Q So you just would get the single muber; is thet right? 

A That is wight. : 

Q Who else did you write numbers for in that place? | (446) 

A The janitor. | 

Q ANd right, and what was the janitor's name? 

A —s- Then I had e@ couple white men. 

Q What was the janitor's name? 

A I don't know his name. | 

— : 

A I never tried to learn his name, end I don't went him to Ino ay 
mane, Anywhere I go writing mmbers, I don't vant them to mow my name and I 
don't try to learn their name, 

MR, TYLER: Excuse me, cen you spesk a little louder? I want all of the 
jury to hear back there. ! 

THE WITNESS: Numbers is kind of a secret thing. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 
Q Just tell us about whet you did. | 
A I never lets people Imov ay name when I go writing numbers end I 


! 
| 
| 
i 
| 
' 
| 


don't try to learn their name. If they see uy face, they mow my face and 
they imow vhether I am trusteble, es far es they are concerned. They feel 
they can trust m. ! 

Q How long hed you written mumbers for the first mn, we'll say, 


the janitor? 


A Well, getting around there about five months, 
144, 








- Oo - oO 





About five months? (447) 
Yes. 


And how long did you write numbers for the second man? 
Well, I couldn't say. I will just say up until the time I got locked 


up, ZI had been. 


Do you kmow the second man's name? 

No, I don't. 

What? 

No, I don't. 

And as far as you knew, they didn’t know your name? 

As far as I mow, they didn't know it. 

And you had been writing numbers for those people in that apartment 


for how long, that is, including everybody? 


About a year, 

Did any of those people ever get a hit? 

Waid, cea dade toad Weed WO be Weed dn Shas, ‘Hee BAG WEEE a omc, 
How would they Imow who you were in order to pay off? 


They know me. You see, I used to deliver up there when I was 


delivering whiskey. That is how I learned then. 
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How? (448) 
They know me, They used to know me by delivering whiskey up there. 
Delivering whiskey where? 

That is when I worked for Corcoran wine and whiskey, | 

Qh, you were familiar with that building? 

Yes. 

You delivered whiskey there? 

Yes, that is right. 

When was that? 

That was back in the '40s. 

All right, and would you go in the basement of the garage with 


| 


Well, on occasion I would, but a lot of times we don't have 


nothing dirty to carry in there, so I can carry that in the front up on the 


elevator to the epartment, 


Q. 
A 
Q 


So that you were pretty familiar with that building, weren't you? 
Well, I would say yes. 


How? 
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a A I would say yes. i (448) 
o Q Well nov, when you say you wrote nuubers, you wrote mumbers, 
¢ we'll say, for a livelihocd: that is how you made your living; isn't that right? 
A Noe (449) 
> Q& Oh, you hed other means of making a livelihood? 


A That is right. 

Q And what were they? 
A Well, I played baseball, 
Q You played baseball? | 
A I do. I played for the Washington Tigers. 
Q For who? | 

A Washington Biescs, Diey axe lscutes =~ cox peck te sheeted ie 


: Mitchell Field, Maryland, | 

' Q And how much did you get for playing baseball? 
A Well, we didn't have no special salary, but we got 2 percentage 

off the gate. | 


Q And how mich was the most you ever got for a game? 
Twenty dollars. | 
Twenty dollars? 

That is right. 


What position do you play? 
Outfield, right field. 





Right field? 
Yes 3 sir. 
What do you bet? 





I bat left end right. ! 
I mean, what is your percentage? : (450) 
Well, I haven't. kept up with it lately. : 
And you say they pey you tventy dollars a game for playing? 
They just didn't pay me that. Thet was split. | 
All right, voen vas the last tine that you got say noney fron playing 
baseball and who paid you? : 
A Julius — I am trying to think of the lest game we played thet I 
Q How long ego was thet? : 
A That was last year. 
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Yes, sir, {450) 
You haven't played since last year? 

No, sir, I have been locked up. 

How? : P 

I Save been locked up in this trouble. 

You have been locked up since Jamuary; is thet right? 
That is right. 

All right, when had you lest played? 

she last geme we played, we played in Culpeper, Virginia. 

How long ago was that? 

That wes around July. 

July of last year? | (452) 
Yes, sir. That is the last time. 

How had you been living from July of last year up until Jamary 15th 


Well,.I do part time mechanic, too, 

All right, where did you do the part time mechanic? 

Just whenever I could get a job. 

What? 

Just whenever I could get cars to work on. I didn't have no license, 
Have you got a place where you fix them? 

Well, I carries them around to my uncle's end I use his tools, 
Where is your uncle? 

2108 = 16th Street, Northwest. 

When is the last time you fixed anybody's car end got paid for it? 
The last time I worked on his car. 

On your uncle's car? 

Yes, sir. 


Well now, when you say you wrote numbers, what was the amount of 


your book? 
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My book didn't get under forty dollars, -- over seventy something. 
Forty dollars? | . (452) 
Didn't get under forty. 

Forty dollers e day? 

Thet is right. It would run as high as seventy dollars a day regular. 


Well now, you had to do quite ea bit of running around in the course 
of ea day to write seventy dollars or forty dollers worth of mmbers, didn't 
you? 


























A 
Q 
with you? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 





Oh, no, you don't have to run around too much. (452) 
Did Jou tase any plane where: Secclie cone ani played > masters 

I had them to call. me. Some would cal? me thet was far avay. 
Call you and put the numbers in over the phone? : 
That is right. : 
Who would you turn in to? 





Do I have to answer that, Your Honor? 


THE COURT: Yes, That is a proper question. 


Q 
A 


Q 


BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: ) 
If you want to, all right, if you don't, it ie all right. 
t went to ins, do 2 Bave to <0 the serene wane ! 
That is entirely up to yourself. : 


MR. TYLER: I am going to object. 
THE WITNESS: I don't want to tell his name, : (453) 


Oo 
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Hilltop to write numbers? 


BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
You don't want to tell the name? | 
I don't want to tell his name. 
What was your percentage? 

Thirty cents off the doller 

You got thirty cents off the dollar? 
That is right. 

And you say thet is how you made your living; ta cont sig 
It is not exactly. ! 
With the exception of a few automobile jobs? | 
That is right. And then I bad the svitetboerd operating Job. 
411 right, vhere aia you have the evitehboard operating job? 
At the Sedgewick Apartment, 1722 - 19th Street. i 

In December. | 

How long had you worked there? 
Until I got locked up. 

How? | | 
Until I got locked up, | 
Were you vorking there at the time that you got locked up? a 


That is right. | (454) 
dnd wetle you were working that Job, would you st41I go t2 the 





I still write uy numbers, yes, sir. 
How? 
Yes, sir, I cié. 
© Well nor, when you would go to the Hilltop, how vould you write 
tae mmbers end what vould you write them in? 
£ I had a boo’: 
Q When you say you had e book, did you have e regular muber slip book? 
.  Thet is right. Yell, sometimes I gets tind of scared and I lay off 
‘She book and I would use a2 ped. 
Q Yow would ley off the book. How would you write it? 
& Well, when I used my book, I would write them ordinary. 
im. TYLER: Keep yous voice up, Mr. Coleman. They are heving trouble 
com there. They can't hear you. Keep your voice up. 
BY MR. McLAUGELIN: 
Q ‘The reguler nunber book, that has the triples, is thet right, the 
three slips? 
A . That is right. 
Is thet the tind you would write on? 
Thet is rignt. 
and you carried that around with you all the time? 
Sometimes, anc sometimes I had to hide it. | 
S21 right, nov, while in the basement there, did you ever lean on 
anything to write your mmbers. 
i “I would lean down on — you have to rest your books: if you don't, 
you con‘t get a good print. 
Q Do you ever remember leaning your books on this radiator cover to 
write your numbers? 
Lh I wouldn't say for sure. I wouldn't mow for sure, 


Q Yell, nov, what do you mean by that? 


A Well, I wouldn't say whether I leaned on ite I couldn't say 
whether I -haven't. 
Well now, co you remember seeing it in the celler, in the garage? 
No, I haver‘t. I don't remember at all. 
Wheat? 
No, I don't remember seeing it. 
Would you deny that you ever saw it-in that garege? 





E 4 No, I wouldn't deny it. I couldn't recall seeing it, bad I (455) 
> wouldn't deny it. | ! 
Q What? | i (456) 
A I wouldn't deny whether I have seen it or not, As I say I can't 
* recall. : 
) "Can you cccount to the jury here for your palm print being on 
thet exhibit? ! 
» 4 Maybe I did put my muber book — maybe I have stood there end 


wrote my numbers on it. I wouldn't doubt I have, | 
, © You wouldn't doubt you have? : | 
> 4 wouldn't doubt that. : 
| 4 I will shov you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 9. 
Do you ever remember being in that alcove there where thet zadietor cover 
> -—s vas end writing mmbers on it? | 
4 I remember being close by. | 
sae 4 
A I remember being close by, where this ladder is sitting here. 
THE COURT: I didn't hear you. | 
THE WETNESS: I sey, I probably have been close around about the where 
| that — ! 
* MR. TYER: Yowld you repeat thet? | 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Have you got Defendant's Exhibit 17 | 





THE COURT: I didn't bear it either I vill let him repect it as (457) 
| soon 2s — | ! 
MR. TYLER: Here it is. | 
| THE COURT: I didn't hear the answer, I don't think Mr, Tyler heard the 





ensver either. Can you -- 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: , ! 
: Q Shaving you Defentent's Fxhibit 1, thet ‘photogresh sous the seme 
| locetion in there, does it not, in that besemente | 
A That is right. 


tre you familiar vith thet immediate section there or locstion of 


i 
i 
| 
i 


Q 


l 
/ - 


the gevege in the H2lltop? | 


A I wouldn't sey I am familiar with thet section, but I will say this, 
Ma. TYLER: Keep vour voice up. | 
{HE WITNESS: If you are suspicious when I am writing numbers and you 
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come by me, I would have to conceal my book. So if I: have been any- (457) 
wnere close to that during the time I was writing my mumbevs, I figure 
that somebody seen me, I :rovld conceal my book. 
BY MR. McLUGHLIN: 

Q When you say you would conceal your book, do you mean by that 
taas you would rm behind thet wall? 

& Or I would lay it there or probably I ould stenc there myself. 
Maybe I can put it in my pocket, but I wouldn't let the person imovw. 

§ Well, in order to put it there on this radiator covering (458) 
in the location in those pictures, you would have to be behind that wall, 
wouldn't you, in that elcove there? 

I wouldn't say that. 
How? 

I wouldn't say that. 
You wouldn't say that? 

& No. Half the time, it wouldn't have to be in there. 

SR. TYLER: Keep yor voice up. 

THE “ITNESS: I say, the reason I wouldn't say that is because at the 
time I vas writing my numbers, it didn't have to be in there. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q No, you scy thet at times while you were in the celler and someone 

"res around and beceme suspicious — 


A That is right. 


Q — it .:ovld be necessary for you to conceal your boo!: so they 


coulen't see it; is that right? 
& That is right. 
Q Now I am asking you, in regard to that photogranh which shows 
this radiator cover beci: in this small alcove there, would you at times 
go bac! in there end write your numbers, or if someone came, you would walk 
beec!- there to avoid them seeing you? 
Oh, sure, I «nmuld, sure, I would. (459° 
So thet you are familiar with that; is thet right? 
£ Sure, I would co that. 
IR, McL/UGHLIN: May I show these to the jury at this time, Your Honor? 
iM, HiRRIS: If Your Honor please, in regard to this, this presupposes 


thet et the time, assuming — 








MR. McLAUGHLIN: Oh, no. | (459) 
THE COURT: Suppose you come to the bench. | 
THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, the pictures which ere being (468) 
handec. to you depict the conditions of the place at the time the pictures 
vere taken, I thin’: you have handed them two, haven't you, Mr. i mughtin? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes, Your Honor. They are the same pictures, 
THE COURT: They ere the same pictures. One is by the defendant and 
the other is by the Government. 7 
BY YR, MeLAUGHLIN: : (46S) 
Q How many times would you say ell together now, over the period of 
years that you heve been going to this Hilltop gerage — how neny times 
roulc you say you had been in that basement or the garage of thet building? 


| 


A I couldn't say. 


| 
Q How? 


A I couldn't say definitely. i 
Can you give us some idea of the mumber of times? | 
A No, I wouldn't be able to give you that. . 
a) Yell, would you say it was as much as a hundred? 
pA I couldn't say thet. | 
MR. TYLER: The jury can't hear you. | 
THE WITNESS: I couldn't determine how many times I have been in there. 
TRE COURT: ‘that is your best estimate, an approximation? 
THE WITNESS: That would be pretty at, Judge. 


BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 


' 
| 





Q ‘11 right, let me ask you this. Over what period of time had you 
been going into that epartment, how long a period of time? 


4 About a yecr, | 


About a year? | 
That is right. : (470) 
9 AML right, and vould you go to that apartment five days a veel? 
A TI would go there six days a week. : 
Q Six deys a weet? ! 
A Sure. ! 


Q In other words, there is no mmber being written on Sunday; ‘is 


that it? 
A That is right, no mumbers on Sunday. 


12 








So thet you vould go to this basement six days a week? (470) 


That is right. 


And would you arrive there at 8:00 o'clock in the norning each 


I wouldn't, not each time. .‘nywhere between 7:00 and 9:00 I 
youlc be in there. 
Between 7:00 and 92:00. What time did you turn your book in? 
About 11:30, 
about 12°30? 
Yes, sir. 
Se that you nad to write that seventy dollars before 11:30; is 
right? 
A I have to have my book worked up and checked up, ready. 
% So thet over ea period of years, you have been in that base- (471) 
at least six: days each week; is that right? 
£ You coulc estimate that. 


MQ. H'RRIS: Mey Your Honor please, the testimony has been that it is a 


| year. Mr. McLaughlin says yeers. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: <A year. 

THE WITNESS; I think I said a year. 

THe COURTs I thought he said a year. That is what I understood, a year, 
ladies and gentlemen. 

iRe McLAUGHLIN: That is what I meant to say, a year. 

Taz COURT: Keep your voice up, please, because we are all having 
difficulty understanding and hearing you. 

BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: 

fy Now you testified on direct examination that it is your recoliection 
on November 9, 1955 that you were et your girl's house; is that right? 

& That is right. 

Q Wket wes your girl's name? 

A Teresa Meciie. 

% Teresa whet? 

os Teresa Mace. 

Q fad heve you seen Teresa Macicle since this trial has started? 

£ I have. 





Now, getting back to the night thet you were arrested by (472) 


Long, do you remenbe> that? 
4 = By _ whom? 
By Officer Long; isn't that his name? 
Longe 
Long? 
That is right, sir. 
Do you recall what date that was? 
No, siz, I don't. 
Do you zecell whet month it was? 
December, 
How? 
December. 
December? 
Yes, sir. 
You are sure of that? 


I am sure of it. 





How? 
That is right. 
hk. TYLER: Keep your voice up. 
THE WITNESS: That is right. ! 
BY MR. McL‘UGHLIN: : 
Q ind Officer Long was the one who arrested you for McKenne; is 
thet right? | i 


fo That is right. 


Q Well now, when you were questioned by McKenna, did he tell (473) 


you vhy he was arresting you? | 

A Yes, sir. | 

Q ind vhy did he tell you he was arresting you? | 

A He said thet Officer Long hed mentioned over the call box thet I 
vas fitting the descrintion of somebody that was doing some robberies and 
repe and he was looking for him. | 

Q This is Officer McKenne talicing now? 

a That is right. 

Q Didn't Officer McKenna at that time tell you or question you in 
segerc to a Chinaman? | 








Ad 


- 


& 
Q 


ices (473) 
How? 

Aftervards, he did. 

nd didn't he tell you the reeson why he was pickling you up was 


because of a complaint of a Chinaman? 


A No, he didn't. 

Q Didn't he tell you et that time that the Chinamen accused you of 
having a gun? 

A He told me that. 

Q How? 

& Yes, he told me that. 

Q !nd didn't you at that time tell him you didn’t have a gum but you 
ned a smoking pipe and the Chinaman thought that it was a gun? (474) 

4 het is right. 

Q How? 

pS That is right. 

Q 4nd didn't he question you further about thet gun? 

Bh -No, he didn't. 

a) 


sent 


in 
A 
Q 
4 
Q 


During the course of his questioning you about the gun, wasn't the 


That was over at the jail, when they questioned me. 
No, I meant at the time he had you at the precinct, when you were 


No, he didn't. 

The name Beiley wasn't mentioned to you at all? 

No, it vasn*t, 

Wasn't Bailey's name memtioned with you in the same vein as having 


the gun that the Chinaman complained about? 


© 
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No. 
How? e 
No, it wasn't. — 
It wasn't? 
It wasn't. : (475) 
Well now, you deny thet; is that right? 
155 
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A I willl heave to say no, because it is true, when I say it (4753 
vean't 80. | 

Q Yell nov, this conversation sbout Bailey, was thet pertaining to 
the gun that you vere supposed to have? | 

L We 444 not heve no conversation about Bailey at all at the 13th 
Precinct. 

a] Yell, «res the conversetion vith Bailey ebout the gm ‘ith the 
Chinaman -~ : 

A The conversstion me anf Mr. MeMenie hed wie concdtaing apes 
robbery and rape. I didn't imow nothing about no Bailey at No. 13 Precinct. 
They didn't ask me a thing about Beiley. 

Q Yell, the conversation with Bailey, we'll say, at the jeil, then. 
Ves that pertaining to a gun? : 

4 He brought that up. 





9 How? 


4 He brought thet up. ! 
a ind didn't thet relate beck to the time of the Chinenan's compleint 


thet rou were picked up? | 
h No, it didn't. | 
9 Now imtt it a fact thet McKee had sent out e notice to pick 
you up by name, by Coleman, Cherles Coleman, not by any description? 
I don't recall that. i (476) 
—_ ; 
No, atc, I don't recall that. 
You knew MeZemma, didn't you? 
I knew McKerna? 
Yes. 
See him every day. 
That is what I sey. Before you were picked up? 
x That is right. See him every day. ! 
Q Now in this conversation with McKenna, weren't you ¢ 





about two robberies in the 1700 block of Florida Avenue? 
A | Where they were. I don't know, but I wes questioned about robbery 


0 Well nov, didn't McKemne mention to you the location af those tvo 


alleged robberies? 
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No, he didn't, 

How? 

No, he didn't, 

Dic he mention to you the names of the two women who had been -~ 

No, he dicn't, 

He didn't go into detail at all? 

He didn't mention no names. 

And he Gidn't describe the women to you? 

No, he cidn't, 

Bow? 

No, he didn't. 

Did he describe to you or in that conversation say anything to you -- 

Ke described to me the crimes. 

£37. — did he describe to you how the crimes vere committed? 

Be did tell me. 

The robberies? 

And the repe, too. 

How did he tel2 you that the robberies were committed? 

He tola me how the robberies were committed and how the rape, just 
hoy they were, and how he told me, I wouldn't be able to determine that, 
because I didn't et the time, I didn't have that on my mind. 

& Did he tell you the dates that those robberies had been committed? 

f. No, he didn't say what date it was on. 

Q Did he as you to tell him where you were on any particular date 
the robberies took place? 

He did. 

Q AI right, now, when you just testified, you just said that (473) 
he cidn't mention any detes to you of these robberies. 

& Wo, he only asked me where was I. 

@ Whet dates did he ask you where you were? | 

« On one date, he esked me where was I on the ilth. 

Q Qn the vhet? 

4 Op the lith. He didn't say when the robbery happened. 

Q The 1ith of what? 


AL . The 1th of November. I told him I was at the Laurel race track, 
a 


Where? 





Laurel race track. 

You didn't write eny numbers that day, did you? 

Yes, I did. 

Did he tell you the name of the lady who was supposed to have been 
on November 11th? | 


No, he didn't, 


| 
Did he eve> confront you with the lady that was supposed to (479) 


complainant on November 11th? 
No, he didn'+ 


All right, what other date did he ask you about? 





That is the only one. 

How? | 

That was the only one. . : 

-né was that the lady on November Lith who vas supposed to say 

scar? | 

I wouldn't know. 

How? 

I wouldn't know. | 

Well now, did Officer McKemna at any time fingerprint ‘you? 

He didn't have to. He asked me had I been locked up. + told him 
yes, I wes locked up dom there on an assault and I was elready 
printed in the 13th — | 





THE COURT: The question is, did he fingerprint you? 

THE WITNESS: He digatt fingerprint me. | 

THE COURT: {21 right, sir. | ! 

TSE WITNESS: He did go as fer es to look my fingerprints up, and they 

there. | 
BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: 
Looked your fingerprints up where? : 
In the 13th Precinct. | 





Well now, they don't have fingerprint cards in the 23th Precinct, 
| 

They fingerprinted me in 15. 

Who fingerprinted you? 

A little, small detective. 

When? 

Last year, 1955. 





Q Oh, last year. But they don’t keep a file of fingerprints (480) 
in No. 13. They are sent to headquarters, aren't they? 
I don't now, but I mow I was fingerprinted there. 
But you weren't fingerprinted this date that McKenna had you? 
No, I wasn't, 
How? 


No, I wasn't. 


Now, when you were brought to Police Headquarters, when was (481) 


time that you saw Officer Mackie and Officer Yuter? 

I will say about a half hour after I went to headquarters. 
What? | 

I will say ebout a helf hour after I went to headquerters, exactly 
I would not Imow. 

What time of the day was it? 

It was night. 

How? 

It was et — in the night time. 

You mean, when you were brought down in the early morning? 
Whether it vas early morning, I don't Imow or not, but I lmow it 


You sew Macicie and Yuter? 
Mackie and Yuter, that is right. 
Isn't it a fact you didn't see Mackie and Yuter until later, late 
in the afternoon, on Sunday afternoon? 
A They were the first ones that. approached me after I went through 
the lineup and come out. 
Q Well, when you had the lineup, wasn't that late in the efternoon, 
Sunday afternoon? 
A We bad four lineups, and I would Imow how long it tool to (482) 
perform them. 
Q Well, don't you know thet the lineup on Sunday are about 12:00 
or 1200 o'clock in the efterncon? . 
MR, TYLER: He wouldn't lmow that, Your Honor. I object. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Well, if he knows. 
MR. TYLER: He can ask him e question. 
VR. McLAUGHLIN: I just asked him if he lmew. 








THE COURT: Do you ‘now? | (482) 


THE WITNESS: I vouldn't Imow. 


<a 


4 


t 


0 


is thet what you are telling us? 


a 


the nen, regardless of where you get. 


_ Eight? 


BY MR. licL“UGHLIN: 
How? 
I wouldn't Imow, 





When you sey this lineup, who conducted the lineup? | 
That I +rowldn't Imow. | 
Didn't Officer Mackie tell you to walk up on the platform? 
Officer Macl-ie did not tell me to walk up on the pletform 
At no tine that afternoon? | ! 

No, he didn't. He never did tell me. 
How meny people were in the lineup? 


It was about eight of us. 


Thet is right. | (483) 
Did you all cone out on the platform at one time? | 
That is right. | 





Do you recall what position you were in lineup? 
I don't knov. 

Didn't they ask you what position you wanted to take in the lineup? 
No, they didn't, : 
They put you in the lineup? | 
That is right. | 
Who put you in the lineup? . 
Up in the vaiting room, where you wait to go in. 





In other words, they put you behind a certain man; is that right; 


In other words, they put you in the lineup along vith the rest of 


Dont you just fall in to the lineup yourself es you vol up? 
Yes, any vay. ! 
Thet is whet I say, any place you want? 
But they tell you to get in. | 
So they didn't place you in any particular spot in the lineup? (484) 
No, they didn't. | 
And then you valked out on this pletform; is that right? 
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That is right. 

Did you see iiss Hood at that time? 

I didn't see no one at thet time, 

You didn't see anyone from the lineup because of thet mesh. 
You can't see out; is thet right? 


fad the ligiting condition? 
That is right. 
Se you don't know how many people are out there looking at you, 


No, I vouldn't. 


That is right, I wouldn't know how many are out there. 
Now, efter the lineup, did you see Miss Hood at that time? 
Ye come down, We had enother lineup. We had another lineup, but 
we cidm't go behind the screen, 
THE COURT: Excuse xe, I am losing you. Did you see Miss Hood at that 
time, the lineup which you have just talked about? 


THE WITNESS: No, I didn't. (485) 


TRE COURT: The answer is no, all right. 
BY MRe MeLAUGHLIN: 
You didn't see Miss Hood at that time? 
No, I didn't, 
Did you see any woman at that time after thet first lineup? 
Yes, I seen some women in the next lineup. 
What? 
In the next lineup, I seen some women, 
Me. McLaughlin, excuse me, he didn't answer your question, 
Did you see any woman efter the first lineup that you spoke of? 


You sew some vomen; is that right? 
That is sight, . 
‘nd where vere you et that time when you saw those ‘onen? 





Standing com next to the audience, down in front of the (485) 
| 

That is, a8 they are brought out front? 

That is right. 

Do you remember the names of any of those women? 

No, I don't. 

How? : 

No, I don't. 





Q If I told you the names of those women, some of those women, would 
you recognize the names? | 
A No, I wowldn't, because I never heard them called defare. 
| 


You never heard them at any time? | 
No, I didn't. ! 
You never heard the names since that time? 
Yes, I heave, I heard, you mow, being called the names, 


there, 





Is one of the women's name Miss Jackson? 7 

I woulcn't imow her, but I have heard the names of them, 

Yell, I sey, you have heard the names since; is that right? (487) 
nike ten, i 

ind was one of those women in thet lineup, was her name Jackson? 
Jacyson? I yvouldn't know. i 


How? | 

I wouldn't mow whether she wes in the lineup or not. 

No, I say, not in the lineup — I meant thet firet Lineup, vhen 
you say you saw some vomen after the lineup. | 

The first lineup? 

Yes. Was one of the women that you saw by the name of 

Yes, ashe was there. 

What? 

She was there. 

She was there at the first lineup; is thet right? 

That is right. 

Did I understend you on direct examination to say thet et no tine 


| 
| 
' 
i 
i 


were you identified by anyone? 
A I didn't say that. 





4 =I didn't say thet. (487) 
What? 


2) 


A TI didn't say thet. 

% You didn't sey that? (488) 
A No, I didn't, 

Q fll right, we'll get by the‘first lineup. Then you say there was a 


second lineup. 


Now at the second lineup, after the second lineup, did you see Miss Hood? 
4 = No, I didn't, 

Q What? 

ih No, I didnts, 


9 .fter the second lineup, did you see any other women after the 


i ffter the second lineup? 
Q Yese 
A I did. 
Q ind do you recell any of the names of those women? 
A = No, TI Gon't, 
8} Did you heex of the name after that? 
A Miss Jackson's name. I heard her name called. 
% Miss Jackson, you say, was after the first lineup, The second 
lineups if you heard the name of one of the women who was there, would 
you recognize it? 
L No, I wouldn't, 
a} Yas there a woman there by the name of Miss Miller? (489) 
pA I wouldn't recognize that. 
(In open courts) (494) 
THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, in the interest of time, and having 
consulted with counsel, who will check the Court at the completion of this 
statement, I have been told and advised thet while there has been mention 
of four lineups, the only one which concerns you is the one involving 
Miss Hood, That is the one, The others are not material to the case. (495) 
Tnet was the one where Miss Hood was supposed to have been et as you 
determine the evidence in the case. Is that a fair statement? 
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MR. TYLER: Yes, sir. | (495) 
THE COURT: Is thet ea fair statement to you, too, Mr. McLeugh)in? 

MRe McLAUGHLIN: Yes. | 

THE COURT: 111 right, sir. ! 
Now, Mr. Witness, the marshal advised me the jurors on the other end 


ere having difficulty because of the soft way you speak. It is important 
to you that you speak up, please, | 
BY MR. McLAUGELIN: : 

% You saw Officer Suliivan on the stand, did you not, the police 
officer who testified that he took your fingerprints? | 

A het is right. | 

Q Do you remember him taking your fingerprints? | 

A&A No, I didn'*t, | 

Q Did a police officer similar to him take your fingerprints at 
Police Headguerters? : 

A He probably vas the one, but I don't remember. 

Q What? 

-- He probably was the one, but I don't remember. | 

Q He probably vas the one that took your fingerprints; is (496) 
that right? 

& I don't remenber hin. | 
Q In other words, you wouldn't deny that he was the ong who took 


yous fingerprints, woulc you? : 
& I couldn't. 
Q You couldn't. ! 
Now getting backK to the time when you saw Miss Hood, where ‘vas Miss 
Eood the first tine that you saw her on January 15, 1956? : 
a She was in the Sex Squad. 
QA Did she telk to you at that time? | 
& Not right then, she didn't. i 
4 Well, nov, vhen you say the Sex Squed office, the Sex Seued office, 
she length of it is ebout as long as from that wall (indiceting? to that 
wall (indicating’ to hszs and about this length (indicating’; isn't that 
hoy Geep the office is? : 
4 It is sbout as wide as this box (indicating), the jury box. 
Q Jdout es wide ond about as deep as this, as far os fror: here to 


the wall (indicating*: isn't thet right? 


i 
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) 3) 


No, sir, it isn't.. (496) 
Well, is it longer than that or deeper than that? 

It is closer than that. 

Ch, it is sneller? (497) 
Yes, that is right. | 

And then as you come in off the main hallway, it is 2 room about -— 


what would you say, about 4 by 6 or 4 by 8? 


& 


It is made just like that jury box (indicating). 

Like thet? 

That is right. 

Now when you saw Miss Hood, where was she? 

I was elready sitting in there when they brought her in there. 
Did they oring her right up to where you were? 

That is right. 

Well, that wes right efter you had been in the linevp; isn't that 


It was a good little while after I had been in the lineup, too. 
What? 

4 matter of hours, hours. 

You mean that as far as you kmow, was Miss Hood in the building 


at the time that you vere in the lineup? 


4 


I didn’t see iiss Hood in the lineup at no time. 


THE COURT: Mr. McLeughlin -- the witness may help me, too — are we 


telcing about the lineup which Miss Hood attended? 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes, Your Honor. (498) 


THE COURT: Do you understand that, Mr. Witness? 


TEE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 


Q 


BY MR. McLAUGSLIN: 
You say thet you didn’t see Miss Hood until you hed been out of 


the lest lineup for ebout two hours; is that what you are telling us? 


A 


I didn't say tvo hours, I said for hours, It was more than hours 


before I seen Miss Hood, 


Q 


- Oo 


How? 

It was more then hours, hours, when I seen Miss Hood, 
And where was Miss Hood at that time? 

She was brought in the room where I was. 
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~~ 


Eood on January 15th was an elderly lady? 


A 


a) 


¥ 
4 
Q 
A 
-- 
a] 
¥ 
f 
8 


a} 


\ 

@ : 
i} 

} i 

i 

' 


You were in the Sex Squad office? : (498) 
That is right. 

And who was ‘rith Miss Hood at that time? 
Sergeant Macide, 
Was there anyone else? 
There was another lady with her. | 


You saw the doctor on the stand, Dr. Purse, did you not? 
I didn't recognize her as the same lady, but it was enother ledy 


Can you tell us whether or not the lady thet wes with|Miss (459) 


Yes. 





Was she up in years? 
Yes. 

And did she have gray hair like Dr. Purse? 
I didn't pay too mech attention. 

What? ; 
I didn't pay too mich attention to the hair. : 


You woulcn't deny that it was Dr. Purse who was with her thet day, 


would you? 


A 
0, 


How close 


A 


-~ 


I couldn't deny and I couldn't say it was. 7 

And at the time that you talked to Migs Hood, vhere vas Dr. Purse? 
to Miss Hood and you was Dr. Purse? ! 
I couldn't say. 





' MR, TYLER: Your Honor, I am going to have to object, because he stated 


he doesn't mow if it was Dr. Purse or not. 


Oo 


oS >&F OD PP OD Ff DOD S 


] 
Hood 


BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: 

An elderly lady, let's put it thet ways ! 

The lady ~- I vouldn't Imow just ebout how close she vas standing. 
Well, at the place where you vere, were there cheirs sound there? 
About three chairs. | 

And who sat in the three cheirs? | (500) 
I was sitting in one and Miss Hood was sitting in ones, 

And who sat in the other? | 
Sergeant McCerthy. 
Sergeant McCarthy? 
That is right. 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 





© 6 
And where vas the elderly lady? 
She was standing amongst the other detectives. 
That would be how close to you? 
Within feet. 
Now, did you say anything to Miss Hood at thet tine? 
No, I didn't, not right then. 

THE COURT: Now, Mc. Witness, the juror on the end didn't hear you 
ogain, We have been trying, and your counsel has asked you repeatedly to keep 
your voice up and not talk So softly. You missed something, Mr. Juror? 

Mie McLAUGELIN: I'll try to get it, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q In regard to this elderly lady eas to where you vere sitting, how 
close to you was she, this elderly lady who was with Miss Hood? 

Yell, I coulcn't say exactly, but it was within feet. 
Within feet? 

Thet is right. 

Well now, can you point out some object so we will ‘now what 


No, I couldn't, 
Would you say she wasas close asthat gentleman sitting there 
(indicating), the deputy marshal, this one right here with the glesses? 


& No, she vesn't that close. 


Q How far, well, tell us. 
A She was baci: off of me. I was surrounded by detectives and she 
couldn't have got too close to me. 
Well now, had the detectives Yuter and McCarthy beaten you at 
that time? 
No, they hadn't. 
They hadn't beaten you up to thet time? 
Thet is right. 
And there were no marks at all upon you et the time that you talked 
to Miss Hood as a result of any beatings? 
A NOs 
2 | In other vorcs, any marks or injuries that you had on you at that 


time were inflicted when this difficulty arose with this girl earlier in 
the morning or the night before? 








aa 
‘” A Yes, my finger. | (502) 
. And how about the eer? | 
A Yes, the eax, too. | 
Q The ear, too? : 
A Yes, J | 
zd 0 Did Miss Hood talk to you at thet time? : 
a i She didn't tat. | 
Q She digntt sey daything? | 
7 A Not to my Inolring, she didn't say anything. ! 
° Q Went, vo jfé at the talking there at thet meting? 
A Sergeant diaciie and Sergeant McCarthy. | 
Q What ele Sergeant Mackie say at that time? i 
A He just verified Sergeant McCarthy's statement. Ee sata, "Go ahead, 
Cnarles, tell ther, Go ahead and apologize to her? | 
_ a when you say, “verified McCarthy's esters nt Mart 
A  tiptiedemaphelnioag 
Q / wera now, nec Hecarthy at thet tine given you the He < Jetector test? 
a/ No, he hadn't, He didn't give me none at ell, I didn't get no lie 
. detector test. | 
B f ‘That is right. I didn't get none at ell. | 
: | @ So McCarthy told you to what? ! (503) 
{oa To apologize to the lady. He said, "Go on end apologize to her." 
f Q Ce ee ee ee eee 
: McCarthy before he told you that? | | 
& He asked ue about the charge, about, you knov, the case. 
; Q Al) right, when and where wes McCarthy asking you about thet case 
a > 


& In the Sex Scuad. 

a) That was before you saw Miss Hood. | 
A ‘hat is right. | : 

Q And who was present et the time thet McCarthy vas asking you? 
A He wes alone, : 
Had you talked to Yuter and Mackie before? 
. That is right. 

Q And bed you talked to them about Miss Hood? 


r 
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4 No, I hadn't. = only talked to them about the charge. They (503 
hadn't mentioned her name or nothing. 


 d 


Q They hedn't mentioned Miss Hood's name at all to you? 

A That is right. 

Q Let me ask you this. Do you recall whether or not they had to 
send out of the building to bring McCarthy in? 


7 
A To bring him in? (504) 
Q Yes. 
‘ 4 No. He was in there. He come in there. 
® So that where he came from you don't know? 
A In fact, he got in the Sex Squad at the same time I did. 
Q He got in the Sex Squad at the same time you did? 
A The man let him in there. 
Q This is McCarthy now we are talking about? 
+ het is right. 
a} You meen him, the man with the scar? 
4 That is him, thet is right. 
. And he told you to go ahead and apologize to the woman; is that 
tight? 
A ‘het is whet he said. 
Q Now, bad you told enything to McCarthy? 
o A Had I told anything to him? 
Q Theat would cause him to tell you to apologize to this ledy? 
A TI hadn't told him nothing. I had nothing to tell him 
Q You had nothing to tell him? 
A Bow could I tell him? 
@ So that you gave him no reason at all to tell you to (505) 
: apologize to this ledy; is that right? 
A I didn't give him no reason at all. 
2 After thet, vhat happened; what did they do then? 
- A Sfter he told me to apologize to the lady, I told the lady, I said, 


®I do not have no apologies to make to you. I haven't did anything to you. 


Why should I apologize? 
Q Was this elderly lady there et that time? 


& That is right, she was, She was standing. 
6 Then whet lmppened? 


LES 





A Sergeant Maci-ie take her out, and her and this other ledy, (505) 


Ca 


they went out. Sergeant Yuter told me, he said, "You try to be a smart guy?" 
te © All right, now where were you at the time that Sergeant Yuter is 
talking to you? | 
A In the Sex Squad. 


a) In the same office? 





| = A That is right. ! 
| And vere you seated in the sane cheir that you vere when Miss Hood 
| was there? | 
‘ A That is right. ! 
: Q All right, end who was present when Yuter had this cquversation 
: with you? : 
: A No one but him and McCarthy. | 
| Q Him and McCerthy? ! 
: . 4 That is right. | (506) 
: Q All right, nor, whet did Yuter do? | 
| A Yuter. just told me I was a smart guy. McCarthy got up ant left out. 
Sexgeent Mackie came then, Sergeant ¥Futer smacked me up beside of my head.. 
. Q When he emacled you, did he bit you with the open hexd or afd be 
: close it? 
| A Ba BS Ge SAG ae BAAR Gad OR Me fiat, ane then Je eee 
a ‘ith his feet, too. 
| Q Did he leave eny marks on your face? | 
A No, he didn't, 
: Q Did he hit you in the eye? | 
A No. He hit me up beside my head (indicating). He even took the 
telephone book and hit me on top of the head. | 
‘ Q He hit you on the head? 
4 That is right. | 
Q Where else did he hit you? i 
, A Then he hit ue on my finger when I vent up to block uy — like I 
s told him, "What you bust my stitches for?" He said, "To hell with the 


stitches." He bust them out there, and he left me here end bust them out there. 
| 
Q That is the ear that was cut that morning? 


4 i 
H 


A That is right. 


Q What other mart:s did you have on your face? 
A I didn't have anything but this cut here on my finger end my - (507) 





Care YD 
| 








4 


Q 
A 


And those are the cuts thet you got from your girl friend? (507) 
Thet is right. 

Now, after Yuter — 

It wasn't my girl friend. 

It wasn't your girl friend? 

No, it wasn't. 

It was et this girl's house that you got cut, wasn't it? 

She hec 2 party. 

I see. Where else did Yuter beat you? 

Taken me around to where they give lie detector tests, 

Who took you around to where they give the lie detector tests? 
Him and McCarthy, McCarthy came back in and told him, he said, 


“There's no use beating that boy like that." He said, "Come on, Charles, I'm 


going to carry you around here, He'll give you a lie detector test." He 


carried me arounc, anc I never did get the lie detector, anc I got a beating, 


still a-more beating. 


Q Who gave you the beating around there? 
A The same t 10. 
Q What same to? 
A  Yuter anc Macite. (508} 
Q Now when they beat you around there, did they punch you in the face? 
£ Punched me °173 over my chest, stomach and my ribs, everywhere. 
Q Did they hit you about the face? 
A Sure, they did. 
Q Did you have any marks on your face? 
A Not from them, I was swollen up a little bit here on my jaw 
_ (indicating). ? 


ra) 
L£ 


Q 


As a result of the beating they gave you? 
Thet is right. 
After you were brought back by McCarthy and Yuter, you say, in 


the back room, you were again confronted by Miss Hood, weren't you? 


I didn't see Miss Hood but one time. 

Well a was the elderly lady with her only thet one time? 
When I seen her, yes, sir. 

How? 

Thet is right. 


7 


Q 
A 


Didn't Miss Hood talk to you the second time? 
She hasn't seen me the second time. 


(508) 


Q Well new, you deny that you told Miss Hood thet you were in that 
basement that night? i 


I denied, 





(509) 


Do you deny that you ever told her that you tool: money from her? 


I deny that, too. 
In other vords, that didn*t happen? 
Not to ne. 


I meant on the night of Jamary 15th, at Police Headquazters. 


Not by me. 


So that segardless of the beatings that the police officer gave 


you did not confess to Miss Hood that you robbed her? 


Oo - OQ F 
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! 
MR, McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of this witness. 


And no one else. 

4nd no one else? 

That is right. 

At no time? 

That is right. 

So the beating did not produce any confession? 
That is right. The beating didn’t produce nothing. 
Or any admission on your part? 

Beg your pardon? 

Or any admissions, you didn't admit -— 

I didn't admit — 

— being in the basement? 

I couldn't admit something I didn't do. 


CHARLES C. COLMAN, 


| 





1 
1 


(513) 


the defendant herein, heving previously been duly sworn, was examined and 


testified further as follows: 


Q In regard to these police beating you, did you say anything to 


CROSS EXAMINATION (cont'd) 
BY MR. McLAUGELIN: 


Miss Hood at the time you had been beaten by the police? 


& 


Noe 





Q And at the time that you were there, did you tel’: to a woman by 
name of Miss Jackson? 
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No, I didn't, (513) 


Was she present at that time? 


bd 


No, she wasn't. 


7 
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She didn't see you at all that night? (514) 
& Wo, she hed seen me then. 
Q At the AEE 
No, she cidn't, 
Did she see you later? 
Theat is right. 
Did you complain to her thet you had been beaten? 
MR. TYLER: I will have to object to that. 
. MR. McLAUGHEIN: 421 eta if he objects, Your Honor, I wouldn't ask it. 
% is all. 
THE COURT: Did you have any questions? 
No, sir. 
BERTHA T, MACKIE 
was called as a witness by and on behalf of the defendant, and after being 
uly sworn, wes examinec and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY MR, TYLER: 
&® Miss Mackie, will you state your full name? 


& Bertha Terese Mackie. 
. TYLER: Cen everybody hear dows there on the end? Keep your voice up, 
ise arate. oc a3? Ais: sia ciara yok 
Q Miss Maciie, where are you presently residing? 
4 Beg pardon? 
Where are you presently residing? Where do you live? 
1705 Lawrence Street, Northeast. 
Were you so residing there on November 9, 1955? 
Yes. 
Miss Maciie, do you know the defendant here seated to my left, 
Charlies Coleman? 
A Yes. 
Approximately how long hsve you known Charles Coleman? 
Sbout five or six months. | 
On ‘or about November 9, 1955, Miss Mackie, what was the (515-516) 
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or vas there any relationship, between you and the (516) 
| 
Gefendant Charles Coleman? 


~ 
re 


~ 
ct 
} 


A Yes. 
Q Whet was that relationship? 
A Friends, | 


a} And haw often did you see Charles Coleman? ; 


b> 


About tywice a week. 


Q Were there eny perticuler days during the week in which you sav 
| 
Charles Coleman? | 


B Most of the cays were Wednesday and Friday, 


o 


Where ‘vould you see him on Wednesdays? 
b In my home. 
s Where would you see him on Fridays? 
A In my home. | (517) 
Q Now, when he cane there on Wednesdays end Frideys, whet tine did 

ne usually get there? : 
A bout 6:30, | 
© And what time would he usuelly leave? | 

Between 11:30 and 22:00. | 
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Now I em calling your attention to the week of Wednesday, 
November 9, 1955. Did you have an occasion during that week to see the 


the defendant Charles Coleman? | 

Lh I dontt imow. | 

Q Did you sce him after the week of Wednestay, Noveaber Sth? (sis) 

i : 

Q Now, Miss Mackie, I believe you stated you had Inom him for five 
months pricr to November 9, 1955, Do you know of other people who also 
Imow the defendant Cherles Coleman? | 

— | 

Q Now, among those people whom you know that kmow the defendant 
Charles Coleman, whet is his reputetion as to truth end veracity? 

A Good. i 

BY MR, MeL: UGHLIN: ! (521) 

Now, Miss Mackie, you say you live vhere et the present time? 

Beg pardon? ! 


Q Where do you live? 
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Q 
A 
Q 


1705 Lawrence Street, Northeast. (521) 
Don't you live in North Carolina? 


I live in South Cerolina. My home is in South Carolina. 
The Government subpoenaed you up here from North Carolina for the 


defendant, did it not? 


Q 


From South Cerolina, yes. 
South Carolina? 
Yes. 


Let me ask you this question, Miss Mackie. Do you have any present 


recollection of what happened on November 9, 1955? 


A 


Q 


Q 


From whet I heard . 
How? 
I don't understand your question. 


My question is this: Do you yourself have any present (522) 


~ecoliection of what happened on November Sth of 1955, 


A 
Q 


¥ 


No. 
So that when you testified here as to things happening on November 


Sth of 1955, your recollection was refreshed by someone; isn't that right? 


& 


8) 


- 


A 


Yes. 

How? 

Yes. 

And your recollection was refreshed by whom? 

My uncle and aunt. 

But you yourself had no present recollection? 

No. 

Had you been interviewed before? 

Before I came here? | 

Yes, ma'tem. 

No, I haven't. (523) 
By anyone in behalf of the defendant? 

Yes. | 

How long ago was that? 

I think it ses about two or three weeks efter Mr. Coleman was 


About two or three weeks? 


Yes. 


Ry go 


rs) © 
THE COURT: Heve you anything further of the witness? 
MR. TYLER. No. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I have nothing. 
THE COURT: All right, you may be excused. 
JEMES R, WILSON 3 (526) 
vas celled as a witness by and on behalf of the defendant, ee ates hing 


been duly sworn, vas examined and testified as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION | 
BY MR, TYLER: ! 
Would you state your name, sir, in a loud, clear voice? 

My name is James Reginald Wilson. | 

Where co you live, Mr. Wilson? 
1635 V seceat, Northwest. | 
Mr. Wilson, do you Imow the defendant sitting at my left, Charles 
Colen2n? : 
y I do. 
0} Approximately how long have you mown him, sir? 
I will say ea year or better. | 
Mr. Wilson, do you mow of others who also }now Mr. Collenen? 
You say others? | 
Do you mov other people who also Imow Mr. Coleman? ! 


A Yes, I do. 


i 
Q mong those people who lmow Mr. Coleman, sir, whetis his (527) 


reputation as to truth and veracity? | 
A Well, his reputation to me, so far as I know — : 
THE COURT: No, it is not you, Te Se ite ceonbation andink ‘the cone 
people that you know who mow him, if you mow. ! 
THE WITNESS: Well, I don't kmow about other people. | 
ORLANDO THOMPSON | (528) 
was called es e vitness by and on behelf of the defendant, and after having 
been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION | 
Would you state your full name? 
Crlando Thompson. 
Where co you live? 
1727 U Street, Northwest. 





Do you ‘mow the defendant seated to my left, Cherles Coleman? (522) 


2 


4 Yes, I do. 

Q Did you ‘mow Charles Coleman on or about November ©, 1955? 

& Yes. He livec in my house about that time. 

Q He lived in your house at thet time? . 

& Yes. 

Q And how long had he been living in your house? 

A Approximately two years. 

% On or about the week of November Sth, was he delinquent in his rent? 
A Noe He alveys paid his rent in advance. 

Q He always paid in advance, sir. Now do you know offhand, (52S) 


siz, to the best of your recollection, how far in advance he vas in the 
week of November Sth? 
“a No. He has always paid a week in advance. That wes the egreement. 
Q Mr. Thompson, do you lmow of other people who .also know Charles 


& People around the neighborhood, yes. 

QO Among those people who Imow Charles Coleman, what is his reputation 
2s to truth and veracity? 

a | Well, eve:yboly gcve him the name as being a good fellow, every- 
body I talked to, including me. 

MR. TYLER: I have no further questions? 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Do you know what kind of work he did? 

4 I think he tres switchboard operator in some apartment house. I 
<nink that is the last ‘ob I heard him say he wes on. 

9 Did he ever tell you he was writing numbers? 

L Noe 

MR. McLAUGELIN: That is all, 

MARTE THOMPSON (520) 
was eclled as a witness by and on behalf of the defendant, and after heaving 
been duly sworn, wes examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, TiLin: 


a} Would you state your name, please? 
A Marie Taompson, 
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| —«B You are the wife of the previous witness on the stand, (530) 
v M>,. Thompson? : 
. A Iem i 
: Do you Imo the defendant seated to my left, Charles Coleman? 
A I do. : 
! 2 Do you mov of other people who also imow the defendant Charles 
_ Coleman? ! 
. A I &. | (531) 
Q smong those people whom you Inow thet also Imow Charles Colenen, 
‘ will you tell us his reputation as to truth and veracity? : 
. A I do. ! 
Q What is’ his reputation es to truth, telling the cupactiy? 
£ Very good. , 
;”" MR. TYLER: I have no further questions. | 
5 CROSS EX:MINATION i 
BY MR. McLAUCHLIN: : 
Q Did you know whet kind of work he did, madam? : 
4 No, I do not. 
‘ SULVAN YUTER : 
recalled ese witness’ by: and on behalf of the Government, in rebuttal, was 
.. ané having previously been duly sworn, was examined end testified further 
- as follows: | 
DIRECT EXAMINATION | 
BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 
Q Officer Yuter, on Jamary 15, 1956, eny time on that day that 
F you sev the defeniant, Itr. Coleman, dia you at ary tine strike or bit him 
the defendant, Mr, Coleman, did you at any time strike or hit him about 
the face or body? : 
, A I did not. | 
g a Did you et any tine strike him over the heed vith # telephone book? 
h Noy sir : 
‘ Q Did Officer Meckie or Officer McCarthy or any other police officer 
i. of the Metropoliten Police Department strike this defendant in your presence 


et eny time on January 15th of 1956? 


A They did not. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all. 





S ° 
CROSS EX“MINATION 
BY MR. H'RRIS: 
Did you observe the defendant on that — Officer? 
Yes, sir. 
Did you notice whether or not there were any scers about him? 
Yes, sir, He had a cut apparently, I believe, on his left ear, 
was stitched, a little dry blood around there. 
Did you notice any other marks about his person? 
He had a cut finger. 
Did you strike him up ageinst that injured ear? 
I did not, sir. 
Did you hit him on the head with a phone book? 
I did not. 
Did you strike that injured hand? 
I did not. 
9 Would you tell us if you did? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object. 
TH® WITNESS: I certainly would. 


THE COURT: He had answered that. 


JAMES McCARTHY (534) 
was recalled as a witness by and on behalf of the Government, in rebuttal, 
and having previously been duly sworn, was examined and testified further 


as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY MR. McLLUGHLIN: 

2 Officer McCarthy, on Jamary 15th of 1956, did you actually give 
this defendant Coleman the lie detector test; did you actually put him on 
that lie detector? 

& I did, sir, 

a} Now on Jamuary 15, 1956, Officer McCarthy, did you at any time 
strike or kick or abuse this defendant in any fashion? 

A I did not. 

gy Did any police officer, Yuter or Officer Mackie or any other 
member of the Metropolitan Police Department, in your presence on a 15, 
1956, strike or beet or kick or abuse this defendant in any shape, form 


or fashion? 
A No, sir. 
MR, McLADGHLIN: That is eli. 
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ANN M, JACKSON | (536) 


= wes called as @ witness by and on behalf of the Goverment, in rebuttal, 
- and efter heving been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follovs: 
*, DIRECT EXAMINATION | 
‘ BY MR. McLAUCZLIN: | 
. Miss Jacison, your full name is what? | 
ie 4 Mrs. Am Madison Jackson. : 
‘ Q Where do you live? | 
& 167 - 35th Street, Northeast. : 
, Q Calling your attention to January 15, 1956, do you recall being 
2g in Police Headquarters on that day? : 
a Yes, I do. | 
Q Do you recall seeing the defendant, Mr. Coleman, here? (537) 
™ & Yes. | 
Q Jind how long were you in his presence on thet date, do you recall? 
: A At Police Headouarters? | 
Q Yes, ma'tan, | 
L Well, I meen, just as long as it took them to bring him out on the 
. lineup end I identified hin, ! 
Gg Did you later see him in the Sex Squad room? ! 
| = A Yes. | 
7 Q Was Officer Maciie and Officer Yuter there at the tine? 
A I don't mow. | 
Q Do you recall whet police officers vere there? 
q A I saw one that I recognized, and that was ite I don't Imov 
if he is a detective or sergeant. | 
, Q While you vere at Police Headquarters on Jemary 15, 1956, did 
A you see any menbers of the Police Department beat the defendant, Mr. Coleman? 
Ah No, sire | 
pe MR. McLAUGHLIN: Thet is all, | 
a MR. TYLER: No questions, Your Honor. 
‘ THE COURT: All right, you are excused. ! 
t WR. McLAUGHLIN: Thet is all the Government hes, Your Honor. 


MR. TYLER: That is all the defense has, (538) 


| 
' 


i MR. HARRIS: May we approach the bench, Your Honor? 


THE COURT: Yes. 
(at the dench:) 
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MQ. HRRIS: May it. please the Court, at this time, Yous Honoz, we (53° 
reney our objections and motions and again ask Your Honor to direct a 
verdict of acquittal on Count 1, pointing out that to permit the case to go 
the jury on Count 1 means that there is too mch left for speculation and 
conjecture, in that there is no testimony here, direct testimony, that would 
show that there was any carnal knowledge of this complaining witness, and 
therefore the jury is left in the posture that, first, it must draw the 
remise that she was raped. There ig no direct testimony thet she was. Then 
they mst draw another inference that it was this defendant who raped her. 
There you have the situation of an inference, and therefore, under the law 
in this jurisdiction, that is not permissible. I say, certainly, it would 
be entirely too conjectural and speculative to permit it to go to the jury. 

TSE COURT: I will deny your motion, I think there are sufficient facts 
to pezmit it to go to the jury. 

MR. HARRIS: Again, just for the sake of the record, Your Honor, we have 
ct all our objections in and renewed all motions, and so forth. (539) 

TRE COURT: Certainly. 


CHARGE TO THE JURY (580) 

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, the defendant Charles C. Coleman is 
charged in a two-count indictment with two crimes, the first count charging 
him with the offense of rape and the second count charging him with the 
offense ‘mown to the ley as robbery. 

It is the duty of the Court, as you know by now, ti instruct you as to 
the law of the case, namely, the rules and principles applicable to the 
particular case on trial, and you are bound and obligated to follow those 
rules and principles. On the other hand, you ladies and gentlemen are the 
sole judges of the facts. It will be for you to determine all issues of fact 


from the testimony adduced from the witness stand and in conformity (581) 


with your recollection thereof, Counsel for the Government and counsel for 


the defense both have the right to make opening statements indicating to 

you whet they hope to be able to show, and at the conclusion of the case to 
sum up, indicating to you what they believe each side has been able to show 
or has in fact shown. If, however, your recollection be at variance with 

the recollection of either or both of counsel on any factual question, or the 
Court, for that matter, it will be your recollection which will control. 





S 4 


The fact thet this defendant has been indicted, as I have already (581) 
indicated to you, is not to be construed by you es evidence. It is not, Its 
sole purpose is to advise a defendant of the charge or cherges which he 
must face when the case comes on for trial, It is not evidence. 

Rivecy detenlient tn a welatesl gang Up premmad te be Galant, ant 
this presumption of innocence attaches to the defendant throughout the 
trial. He is not required to prove himself innocent or produce evidence on 
the subject, The tmurden of proof is on the Governaent to prove the defendant 
guilty beyond a reasoncble doubt, end unless the Government sustains this 
burden and proves beyond a reesonable doubt thet the defendent committed 
the crime or crines vith vhich he is cherged, and each essential elenent 
thereof, then you mst find him not guilty as to such cherge or charges. 

You my not speculate or conjecture as to his guilt, but you may (582) 
draw all reasonable inferences from facts which are proved. If you cen 
zeconeile the evidence in this case with any reasonable hypothesis con- 
sistent with the innocence of the defendant, you should do so, and in that 
cese your verdict will be not guilty. But, you may well esk, vhet is meant 


by the phrase, *e reasonable doubt?" 3 


It does not mean any doubt whatsoever. Proof beyond e reasonable doubt 
de pout tow meeed cectelinky wnt suk aereeenntlly qrent oi an abeclubt ox 
mathematical certainty. By a reasonable doubt, asits nene implies, is meant 
2 doubt based on reason, not exy whimsical or capricious conjecture. It is 
2 doubt which is reasonable in view of ell the evidence, If, therefore, 
efter an impertiel comparison ani consideration of all the evidence you can 
truthfully say thet you are not satisfied with the guilt of « defendant, 
then you have a zeasonable doubt. But if, efter such impertiel comparison 
end consideration of all the evidence, you can candidly sey that you have 
on abiding conviction of a defendant's guilt, such as you yould be willing 
to act upon in the more veighty and important matters releting to your 
personel affairs, then you have no reesonable doubt. 

You are instructed thet in a large proportion of cases sbsolute 
cevtcinty camot be expected, end although the verdict mst be the verdict 
of each individual juror end not a mere acquiescence in the conclusion (5€3) 
of your fellove, yet you should examine the question submitted with candor 
eni vith a proper regerd and deference to the opinions of ths other jurors. 


1&2 
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I have already said to you thet you are the sole judges of the (583) 
facts. So, too, ave you the sole judges of the credibility of the various 
witnesses who appear before you. In determining whether to believe the 
testimony of any witness and in weighing his testimony, you may consider 
his demeanor on the stand, his mamer of testifying, whether he impresses 
you as having an accurate memory and recollection, whether he impresses you 
as 2 truth-telling individual, his apparent candor and fairness or lack of 
it, the interest which he has in the result of the trial of the case, if 
any, his dias and vrejudice fcr or against the defendant, if any be shown, 
and his opportunity of ‘mowing the facts and circumstances to which he has 
testified, and from all the facts and circumstances, it is your duty to 
Ce ee ee ee ee 
upoeared before you. 

You are further instructed that while the law makes the defendant a 
competent witness in this case, yet you have the right to take into con- 
sideration his situation and interest in the result of your verdict and 
ell the cireumstances which surround hin, end give to his testimony such: 
weight as in your judgment you deem it fairly entitled to. (584) 

If you should finc thet any witness, whether that witness, or witnesses, 
be for the Government or the defense, has !mowingly testified falsely as | 
to any materiel fact about which he or she could not have been mistaken, 
you ave et liberty, if you deem it wise to do so, to disregard the entire 
testimony or any part of the testimony of such witness, except where cor- 
rovorated by other credible testimony. 

There has been introduced into this case testimony to the effect that 
this defendant has been heretofore souniicbed of certain crimes, The Court 
states to you that the fact that he has been convicted of other crimes is 
not evidence of his guilt of the two charges which he is facing here today. 
The sole purpose of the introduction into evidence of prior convictions is 
for use by you in pessing upon the credibility of that particuler person, 

There has been introduced testimony with reference to the good character 
or the good reputation of the defendant with reference to truth and veracity. 
Zvidence of good character, like other types of testimony, should be con- 
sicerec by you in conjunction with all the other evidence before you. Under 
some circumstances, evidence of good charecter may alone be sufficient to 
creete in your mind e reasonable doubt, although without it the other evidence 
would be convincing. 
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In courts, es vell as in ell our affairs of Life, vien ve are (585) 
called upon to detezmine disputed questions of fect, there are two kinds 
of evidence on which our conclusions mey be based. One Kind is called 
direct evidence and one ‘-ind is called indirect or circunstantiel evidence. 
Direct evidence, for example, is evidence of a witness himsel? es to what 


he saw or heard es an eyewitness of the offense under inquiry, Indirect 
| 


\ 


evidence is supplied by testimony as to facts and c *s which tend 
to show that the offense under inquiry has been committed end by «ihom it 
wes committed. In other words, circumstantial evidence is conjoeed of proved 
facts which raise a logical inference as to the existence of the fect that 
is in issue in the particular case ani which by experience hed been found 
to be so associated with thet fact that in the relation of cause and effect 
they lead to a satisfactory conclusion. A simple example of convincing 
circumstantial evidence is the track of an animal in the snow, If you see 
a rabbit's tracts, you ‘mow a rabbit hes been there just as Gieediy as if 
you had actually seen the rabbit. Both kinds of evidence, direct end cir- 
cumstentiel, have been introduced in this case. Both kinds of evidence are 
ecuclly entitlec to consideration by the jury. Sometimes the aey may 
consider thet indirect evidence is stronger than direct euttienres 

There has been introduced before you certain testimony “hich (526) 
mey be characterized as admissions or confessions. The Court recognizes 
tre validity of confessions and admissions if those admissions end confes— 
sions be freely and willingly made, because human experience shows that a 
confession or admission freely and willingly made is lilely to be reliable. 
Ordinerily, 2 person does not admit that he hes committed e erie unless 
that admission is true, but the situation is othervise if you should find 
thet an admission or confession is obteined by duress or coercion or as 8 
~esult of an inducement or of a misrepresentation. If a stekemtae or en 
cdmission is obtained by this means, it mst be rejected and disregarded by 
the jury. A confession does not become involuntery because elicited by 
questions or mede while the confessor is under errest or in the sbsence of 


counsel, without warning or caution that the statement may be used aginst 
I have alreedy said to you thet the two counts in this indictment charge 
this defendant, first, with rape and, secondly, with robbery. The defendant 


in this cese is chargec under Count 1 with the crimeof repe. 


| 
| 
| 
1 





© © 

Rape is defined in the District of Columbie Code es having (586) 
carnal Imowledge of a female forcibly and against her will. The vords, 
“carnel kmowledge" are synonymous and sexual intercourse. In plain language, 
rape may be defined es having sexual intercourse with a female forcibly 
and against her will. To establish the crime of rape, the Govermment (587) 
must prove the two following essential elements: 

(1) thet the defendant had carnal Imowledge of the complaining 
witness; and 

{2} thet the act was committed forcibly and against the will of 
the complaining witness. 

As to the first element of carnal kmowledge, there must have been 
penetration of the mele organ into the female organ. The slighest penetra- 
tion is sufficient. Emission is not a necessary element. 

As to the second element, lack of consent, in order to justify ea 
conviction on cherge of rape, the female mst have resisted the act to the 
utmost of her pvhysiccl rowers, unless her resistance was overcome by threats 
which put her in fear of death or grave bodily harm, or by these combined 
with some degree of physical force. 


in order thet the women's consent may prevent the act from being rape, 


her consent to the act of intercourse must be consciously given es the act 


of a rational, intelligent and reasoning human being. There is no consent 

in lew if a women is unconscious and does not kmow what she is doing and 

2 man takes advantage of her unconscious condition to have carnal ‘mowledge 
of her. Under such circumstances, he is regarded es accomplishing the act 

by force, the force being the force necessary for penetretion end (588) 
without her consent. 

The lew does not permit a conviction on a charge of rape on the basis 
of the testimony of the compleining witness standing alone. Coiroboration 
of her testimony is required, according to the rule of law prevailing in 
the District of Columbia. Such corroboration, however, need not be by eye- 
witnesses. Eyewitnesses can hardly ever be obtained in regard to such an 
offense as is charged in this case, Corroborating circumstances mey be 
sufficient corroboration. If you should find the Government has proved both 
elements of rape es I have explained them, and beyond a reasoneble doudt, 
then you mey find the defendant guilty of rape as charged in Count 1. 
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The law provides thet in eny ecse of rape, the jury may edd to (588) 
their verdict, if it be guilty, the words, quote, “with the deoth penalty," 
unquote, If a jury, without adding those words to their verdict, should 
return 2 verdict of guilty of rape, then the statute provides tor punish- 
ment by imprisonment to be imposed upon the defendant by the Court. 

The law further provides that, if deemed by the jury to be warranted 
by the evidence, the cefendent may be found guilty of the count esion of 
any lesser offense «which is necessarily included in the offense with which 
he is charged in this indictment, namely repe. The defendent in this case, 
therefore, may be found guilty of rape as charged, with the death (589) 
pencity, or guilty of rape as charged without eny reference to the death 
penalty, or guilty of assault with intent to commit rape, or not guilty, 
as the facts and the evidence may warrant. Whether or not there is any 
evidence in this ccse showing e state of facts as might bring the clleged 
ozfense of rape trithin the lesser end included offense, nenely, asseult 
‘rith the intent to commit rape; is for you, the jury, to determine. 

With respect to the lesser end included offense, namely, as with 


the intent to commit repe, the Court instructs you that an assault is 
| 
defined ss on unlevful attempt or effort with force and violence to do 
| 
injury to the person of enother, coupled with the present apparent possibility 


of carrying cut .such on attempt. In order to make out & cese of essault 
itn the intent to commit rape, it is essential that the evidence should 
show beyond a reesonable doubt the following essential elenents: 
(1) an essault as I have just defined that term for you; 
(2) an intent to have carnal knowledge of e femele 28 I have 
previously defined thet term; and ! 
(3) a purpose to carry into effect this intent with force and 
agoinst the consent of the femele. : 
With reference to the element of intent, that is, dontetnnd in (590) 
the offense of asseult with the intent to commit rape, you axe again in- 


structed that to do 2 thing on purpose is to do that which you intend to do. 





Intent is something vhich is never seen or heard. One camot see into the 
mind of another human being to ascertain his intentions. They bon only be 
gothered from his words and deeds, snd in the administration of justice, 

men mist seek and ascertcin cnother man's intentions from his vords and acts 


end from the testimony in the case, 


| 
| 
| 
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If you find thet the Government has failed to prove the defendant (590) 
guilty of rape but has proved the assault with the intent to commit rape, 
then you may finc him guilty of assault with the intent to commit rape, If 
you find thet the Government hes failed to prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
the essentiel elements of rape and assault with the intent to commit rape, 
then you will find the defendant not guilty as to Count 1 of the indictment. 

Tre second count in the indictment charges the offense !nown to the 
law as robbery, and this count is based on the following Sepifodbitn provision 
of the D. C. Code: 

"Whoever by force or violence, whether against resistance, or by 
sudden or stealthy seizure or snatching, or by putting in fear, shall 
take from the person or immediate actual possession of enother anything 
of velue, is guilty of robbery." 

In order for you to find this defendant guilty of robbery as (591) 
cherged in Count 2, you mst find the Government has proveé beyond a 
reasonable doubt the following essential elements: 

(1) that the defendant tock something of value from the 
complainant; 

(2) thet he took it wlewfully and with intent to convert it to 
his own purpose. 

(3) thet he took it from the compleinant's person or immediate 
ectuel possession; and 

(4) that he took it by force of violence or by putting. the 
complainent in fear. 

As to the first element, that the defendant took something of value, 
the value of the thing taken is of no consequence. 

£s to the second element, thet he took the property unlawfully and with 
intent to convert it permanently to his own use, intent ordinerily cannot 
be proved directly, becouse there is no way of fathoming and scrutinizing 
the operations of the human. mind. But intent mey be deduced from circum- 
stences, frem things done and from things said. 4 person is presumed to 
intend the naturcl end probeble consequences of his act. 

&s to the third element, that the defendant took the property from the 
compleinent's person o- immediate ectual possession, you heve hecrd (592* 
the evidence. It will be for you to determine thet element, in fect, as it 


is as to all other elements, 
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As to the fourth element, that the defendent took the property (552) 
by force or violence, by putting the compleinant in fear, you heve heard 
the evidence and you will determine that element, es others, from the 


evidence in the cease. 





If you find the Government has proved beyond © reaconcble doubt cll 
the elements I herve enumerated, then you mey find the defendant guilty as 
to Count 2. If you find thet the Goverment has failed to prove cny one 
or more of the essenticsl emumerated items or elements of the crime of 
robbery, fhon you aust fiat the aefensant aot pulley ae to codct 2. 

This metter, lcdies end gentlemen, is, of course, important to ell 
concerned. When you go to the jury room, you will consider the case 
Geliberately and cerefully, dispessionately and objectively, without bias 
or prejudice for or against the defendant, without emotion end without 





cympathy, and in light of the instructions on the lew wiich I heve given 
you, bearing in mind thet you are the sole judges of the facts, ond that 
you sre obligated to follow my instructions only as to the lew. 


Has either counsel enything to add? | 


MR. TYLER: No, sir. I cam think of nothing else et thie tim. (593) 
| 
| 


THE COURT: Has the Govermment enything? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, Your Honor. 
MR. TYLER: cy I, Your Honor — 


(2% the bench:} ! 
MR. TILER: Your Honor, I am quite sure you did meke the stetement, but 

I just went to be sure — | 
THE COURT: All right, sir. ! 
WR. TYLER: —- ond that wes as to whether or not the jury may find the 
Gefendent guilty of one count and not guilty of the other. ! 
THE COURT: I em going to do thet. 
(In open courts) | 
THE COURT: There being nothing further from either counsel, the Court 
will stete to you thet the possible verdicts as to Count 1 cre? guilty of 


rape, vith the decth penslty; guilty of rape; guilty of esscult with the 





intent to commit repe; or not guilty. As to Count 2, your verdict will be 

guilty of robbery o> not guilty. You my find the defendent guilty of both 
counts, net guilty of both comts, or 2 combination of guilty s to one and 
not guilty as to the other. | 
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Is there onything further from either counsel? (593) 

MR. TYLER: No, sir, I have nothing. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: There being nothing further from either counsel, (594) 

cdies and gentlemen, the Court will ask the two alternate jurors to 

plecse keep their sects when the twelve other jurors retire. You will be 
excused es coon as they do retire. 

4s to the twelve ~emaining jurors, it now becomes your duty to retire 
to the jury reom, select your foreman, consider and decide the case. I have 
stated to you whet your verdicts may be in this case. You, of courge, 
seclize thet your verdict mst be unanimous as to each count. You may now 
retire to congider and decide the case, 

The two alternate jurors, first, I will ask you, have you anything 
in the jury roon? . 

{The alternate jurors respunded in the effirmative.) 

THE COURT: You mezy go and get it before the jury retires, plesse. 

Mo. Marshel, ie the jury room cleer? 

(The marshel answers in the affirmative.) 

THE COURT: All right, ledies and gentlemen, you may now retire. 

(Whereupon, 2t 4:15 p.om., the jury retired for deliberations.) 

(it 9:00 pom, the jury returned to the courtroom and the following 
proceedings occurred in open court:) 

THE CLERK: Mr. Foreman, has the jury agreed upon a verdict? (595) 

THE FOREMAN: We heve. 

THE CLERK: Whct sey you as to the defendant Charles C. Colemen on 
Count 1 of the indictment? 

THE FOREMAN: Count 1 of the indictment, guilty of rape as charged. 

THE CLERK: Anc on Count 2 of the indictment? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty of murder as cherged -— of robbery, I om sorry. 

THE CLERK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, your foreman says you 
find the defendant Charles C. Coleman guilty on Count 1 of the indictment 
ond guilty on Count 2 of the indictment, and that is your verdict, so say 


you esch end ali? 

(The jurors respond offirmatively.) 

MR, TYLER: Mey the jury be polled, Your Honor? 

THE COURT: Ledies and gemtiemen, when your individucl nome is called, 
you will state guilty o: not guilty as to the respective counts, please. 

THE CLERK: Your Honor, the jury hes been polled. (597) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


| (00) 
FILED IN OPEN COURT 
JAN 30 1956 

Holding c Crimins] Term HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 
Grand Jury Impanelled September 29, 1955, Sworn in on Octobe> 4, 1955 


The United States of ‘America 


Criminel No. 124-56 


Vo : Grend Jury No. Orig. 
Cherles C. Colemen : Rape | 
: Robbery 

: (22 D.C.C. 2801, 2502) 


The Grand Jury cherge3: | 

On or about Nevember 9, 1955, within the District of Columbic, Charies C. 
Colemen had carncl Imowledge of « female named Mary Allen Hood foretby and 
cgainst her will. | 
S2COND COUNT: : 

Cn or about November 9, 1955, within the Distric® of Columbia, Charles C,. 
Colemcn, by force end violence and against resistance end by sudden and 
steelthy seizure ond snatching and by putting in fear, stole end took from 
tne person and from the immediate aetunl possession of Mery Allen Hood , 
property of Mary Jllcn Hood, of the value of cbout $9.00, consisting of the 


following: one billfold, of the value of $5.00 and $4.00 in money. 
/s/ Leo he. Rover, 


= Ee BELGs Attorney of the United States in 
/s/ idfrea G. White and for the District of Columbia 
Foreman. 
FILED ! (604) 
FEB 3.1956 


PLEA OF DEFENDANT § HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 

On this 3rd dey of February, 1956, the defendant Cherles C. Colemn, 
appesring in proper person 2nd by his attorney Edward J. Skeens, =— 

arraigned in open Court upon the indictment, he tata Op tha change 

being stated to hin, pleeds NOT GUILTY thereto. | 

The defendent is remanded to the District of Columbis Jail. . 

By direction of | 

BURNITA SHELTON MATTHENS 

Presiding Judge : 

Criminal Court Nos Ono 


—_— 
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FILED (605) 
FEB 21 1956 " 
HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 


On this 17th day of February, 1956, came the attorney of the United States, 
the defendant in proper person and by his attorney, Edward J. Siccns, Esquire; 
whereupon the defendant's motion to enjoin the United Stetes from requesting 
the death penalty is by the Court denied, 

The defendent is remanded to the District of Columbia Jcil. 


' By direction of 
Edword M, Curran 
Presiding Judge 
Criminal Court No. 4 _ 





FILED (609° 
JUN 19 1956 
BARRY M. HULL, Clerk 


On this 19th dav of Jue 2956 came egcin the parties eforeseid in mamner 
es cforeseid end the some jury es eforescid in this cause the heering of which 
wes respited yestercsy; whereupon efter hearing further of the evidence, the 
orguments of counsel enc the instructions of the Court, the jury retires to 
consider their verdict;. end thereupon the ssid jury returns into Court end 
upon their oeth scy thet they find the cefendent guilty as indicted; and 
thercupon the jury is volled end all concur in the finding. 

Tre case is refcrred to the Probation Officer of the Court ond the 
dofeondent is remandec to the District of Columbia Jail. 


By direction of 
RICHMOND B. XEECH 
Presiding Judge 
Crimincl Court No. 3 


FILED (610) 
JUN 22 1956 
HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 


MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACOUITTAL 
NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT /ND/OR NEW TRIAL . 
Comes now the dcfencent, by and through his ettorneys, cnd move this 
rcble Court to enter =: judgment of ecquittel1, notwithstanding the verdict 
end/or 2 new tricl onc cs recsons thercfore stctes 2s follows: 
1, The verdict of guilty cs to count one of the indictment, to wit: 
the rope, wes contrery to the weight of evidence. 


acl 





































na 2. That the verdict of guilty cs to count one of the indictment, (610) 
to wits the rape, wes based on speculation in thet it vos never escertcined 





by the members of the lictropolitan Police Depertment whether in set 2 rape 
. hee been committed. | 
e fund for such other and further reasons as mey be edduecd in erel 
: crgument. | 
/s/ Gervoll F. Tyler, Jr 
‘ Carroll F. Tyler, Jre 
4 willicm Becslcy Harris 
» FILED : (611) 
‘ JUN 2° 1956 
‘ HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 
Lb On this 29th dey of June, 1956, came the attorney of the United Stctes; 
‘2 tac defendant in proper person ond by his attorney, Willicn B. Herris, Esquire; 
. whereupon the motion of the defendent for e judgment of ceqtittel notwith- 
standing the verdict cnd/or new tricl, coming on to be hecre, efter argument 
by counsel, is by the Court denied. | 
By direction of 
. RICHMOND 3. KESCE 
Presiding Judge | 
= Criminal Court No. 3_ 
FILED (612) 
JUL 18 1956 
... HARRY Mj HULL, Clerk 
a.» On this 13th day of July, 1956 come the attorney for the goverment ond _ 
g the d4ufendent appeared in person ond? by counsel, Carroll F. Tylor > Esquire; 
ss Tt Is Adjudged thet the defendant hes been convieted upon his plee af? 
“" not guilty and < verdict of guilty of the offense of | 
| amd charged? | 
. end the court ieving asked the defendent whether he has enything to say why 
Ds gucgnent should not be pronounced, ond no sufficient esuse to the contrary 
being shown or cypecring to the Court, | 
It Is Adjudged thet the defendent is guilty es charged ond convicted. 
It Is Adjudged thet the defendent is hereby committed to the custody of 
the Attorney Gencre1 or nis authorized representative for imprisonment Jor = 
Eight (S! ycers to Twenty-four (24) years on Count Onc’ 
& 


Thrve (3) yecrs to Nine (9) years on Count Two to tke offact ct 
the expirction of the sentence imposed on Count Onc. : 
It Is Ordered thet the Clerk deliver + certified copy of this judgment 
ond commitment to tho United Stetes Mereb=l or other quelificd officer snd 
thet the copy serve cs the commitment of-the defendent. 
/e/ Ry By Xeoech 
United Stetes District Judge. 
| 192 
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BRIEF FOR APPELLEE 
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United States Court of Appeals 
For the District of Columbia Circuit 
No. 13,693 


Cares ©, COLEMAN, Appellant, 


Vv. 
Unrrep Srares or AMERICA, A ppellee, 





| 
from the United States District Court 
C,,For the District of Columbia 


Onis, Ca 
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Len, OLIVER GASCH, 


United States ieee iis 


Lewis CaRROLL, 
ARTHUR J. McLaveuu, 
Naruan J. Pavsoy, 
Assistant United States Attorneys. 
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No. 13,693 
QUESTIONS PRESENTED 


Where the proven facts disclose that the complaining 
witness was carnally assaulted and robbed; that prior to, 
during and subsequent to the assault the assailant carried 
on @ conversation; that the complaining witness saw @ 
silhouette and some features of her assailant; that there 
was medical testimony of a carnal abuse; that there was 
identification of the appellant as the attacker in a police 
lineup; that appellant admitted the robbery but denied the 
attack; that evidence of semen and blood were found on 
the complaining witness’s undergarments; that confronta- 
tion was made immediately after identification; in the 
opinion of the appellee, the following questions are pre- 
sented : 

1. Did the trial judge err in refusing to grant a motion 
for judgment of acquittal? 

2. Did the proven facts constitute sufficient corroboration 
of the prosecutrix’ story? 

3. Did the trial judge commit error in not instructing 
the jury to disregard serology testimony where it was 
not admitted into evidence and where no request for such 
instruction was made? 
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United States Court of Appeals 
For the District of Columbia Circuit 





No. 13,693 


Cuazies C. Coreman, Appellant, 
Vv. 


Unrrep Srares or America, Appellee. 





Appeal] from the United States District Court 
For the District of Columbia 





COUNTERSTATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On January 30, 1956 there was filed in the District Court 
for the District of Columbia a two-count indictment charg- 
ing appellant with rape and robbery in violation of Title 
22, District of Columbia Code, Section 2801 and 2901 
(J.A. 190). On February 3, 1956 appellant was arraigned 
and entered a plea of not guilty (J.-A. 190). On June 19, 


1956, a jury found appellant guilty as indicted on both 
counts (J.A. 191). A motion for judgment of acquittal, 
non obstante veredicto, and or a new trial was denied on 
June 29, 1956 (J.A. 192). On July 13, 1956 appellant was 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment for a period of eight 
years to twenty-four years on Count I (rape) and three 
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to nine years on Count II (robbery). The latter sentence 
_ to take effect at the expiration of the sentence imposed on 
Count I (J.A. 192). 

On November 9, 1955 between the hours of 10:20 and 
10:30 P.M., Miss Mary Ellen Hood parked her car in the 
garage of a building known as the Hilltop House located 
am the District of Columbia (J.A. 2-3). As she turned to 
walk towards the exit, two hands came around her throat 
from the back, and as the grip was tightened, a voice said, 
“If you scream, I will kill you’’ (J.A. 4). She began to 
scream, but was choked to the point of unconsciousness. 
When she revived, she found she was in a dark place down 
on her knees facing the wall. The voice said, ‘‘Kneel down 
and face the wall’’ (J.A.4). While she was in that position, 
the voice said, ‘‘Close your eyes. How much money do 
you have. I will shoot you right between the eyes.’’ She 
testified that she believed him (J.A. 5). While attempting 
to give her assailant her wallet, she was asked how much 
was in it and why wasn’t there more than the four dollars. 
After giving him an explanation, he ‘‘kind of leaned over 
and said he was going to assault’’ her (J.A. 5). He used 
phraseology with which she was unfamiliar but with which 
she had seen on sidewalks. She begged him to let her go, 
but he replied, ‘‘No, I am going to get me some.’ He 
told her that he had already killed one woman, and didn’t 
mind killing her. While he shoved her against something 
on the floor, she managed to grab his hair and felt the 
texture of it. She again lost consciousness and, as she 
recovered, she saw his silhouette and heard him say, ‘‘What 
did I tell yon’’ (J.A. 7). Upon cross-examination, (J.A. 
55) she stated that she had a recollection of his face and, 
‘‘T remember those high nostrils, that protruding mouth, 
the forehead all as a silhouette. She was again rendered 
unconscious, and upon recovering, she heard the voice 
repeat, ‘‘What did I tell you. I will shoot you right 
between the eyes. What did I tell you. I got to dust off 
my pants. * * * You wait and don’t you tell anybody about 
this: You wait, and I will go.’’? (J.A. 7). After what 
she thought was a safe time and not hearing any noise, 
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she discovered that she was under the stairwell im the 
garage. She then proceeded home trying to catch her 
breath and recover her voice. She examined her body and 
found that she was bleeding very badly from the genital 
portions (J.A. 8). She called her doctor and the police 
(J.A. 10). During the night, she bled a great deal; and 
was in bad pain. When she was examined the next 
morning by the doctor, her throat was still swollen with 
big black finger marks extending around her neck. Her 
head and neck were stiff; her upper arms very sore, and 
her back was black and blue from the shoulders to the hips. 
Because of the extent of her injuries, a surgeon advised 
immediate hospitalization and operative procedures. She 
remained in the hospital for nine days. Her testimony 
concerning the attack reflected a continuous conversation 
with her assailant. She testified that prior to this event, 
she was @ virgin. She gave a report to the police upon 
the night of the event and filled in more details the follow- 
ing morning in her doctor’s office. She did not report the 
attack as rape that night, because she was afraid it would 
have an adverse effect upon her mother who was ill (R. 95). 

While she was recuperating at the country place of her 
doctor, she was brought back to the District of Columbia 
in order to view a lineup. There were five men at police 
headquarters who were asked to step forward one at a 
time and read portions of the reported statements made 
by her assailant at the time of her attack. She identified 
appellant as the person who committed the assault. Im- | 
mediately after the lineup, she confronted him and he 
denied he was the person involved. A short time later, 
she saw him again in the company of her doctor and two 
policemen (J.A. 13), at which time he admitted that he 
was the man who had taken her money. He stated that 
he had been hiding in the wash-room of the garage and 
described her car, the make and model of which had never 
been told to him. He described what she had done and 
said that he had kept his word not to harm her; that he 
was sorry and that he wanted to shake hands and apologize 
(J.A. 14). He admitted the robbery but still denied the 
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rape. Her clothes were offered into evidence. Expert 
testimony revealed that there was spermatozoa and blood 
upon it (J.A. 8486). Dr. Purse testified that when she 
examined Miss Hood she found that the latter’s hyman 
was definitely not intact, and that there was a tear in it. 
She stated that in her opinion the vagina had been pene- 
trated by a penis. She stated that on the basis of her 
medical knowledge, it would have been possible for a 
penis to have attained a state of erection sufficient to 
have been able to insert itself and penetrate five inches. 
She corroborated the admissions made by appellant at 
police headquarters at the time of the lineup. 

Dr. Aaron H. Burger testified on direct examination that 
the injuries sustained by Miss Hood could be caused by 
& penis (J.A. 31). Upon cross-examination, he stated that, 
‘An object such as a penis when held in a certain direc- 
tion and is direction propelled or motivated by the holder 
of it, can readily produce the injury, the direction of in- 
jary which I have recited’? (J.A. 51-52). In answer to 
@ question as to whether the average male penis is capable 
of sufficient erection for the type of penetration disclosed 
by the injury, he replied that he did not consider it likely 
that such damage could be performed (J.A. 52). 

Evidence was introduced by members of the police depart- 
ment that appellant’s finger prints were found at the 
scene of the crime. Appellant’s counsel conceded at one 
point that the officer testifying was an expert (J.A. 70, 78). 
Charles A. Mackie testified that he was a member of the 
Metropolitan Police Department assigned to the Sex Squad 
and conducted the lineup in question. He corroborated the 
complaining witness’s testimony as to her identification 
and stated that Miss Hood had said that the appellant 
had the same facial features and the same voice as her 
assailant (J.A. 94). He testified that appellant, in the 
presence of himself, Detective Yuter, Dr. Purse and Miss 
Hood, said that: ‘‘he remembered Miss Hood; he was 
sorry that the thing happened; he remembered the night 
he was walking near this kind of building at 15th and . 
Euclid; that he saw the complainant drive into an alley 
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with a studebaker automobile; that she turned into a garage 
under the building; that he followed her and grabbed her 
from behind when she got out of the car, dragging her 
into the recessed area; that he took her billfold saying 
that he needed money to pay his room rent; that he had 
conversation with her regarding her money, her identifica- 
tion, her billfold and her shoes; that he left the garage and 
went to his father’s home and that he needed six more 
dollars to pay his rent; and that he did not remember 
anything about molesting the complaimant sexually (J.A. 
95, 96). 

The admission was corroborated by James K. McCarthy, 
a member of the police department and also by Officers 
Yuter and Mackie. All these officers testified that they 
never had mentioned the type of automobile to the appel- 


lant, nor that she had been out to dinner prior to parking 


her car (J.A. 96). 

The appellant introduced testimony by a member of the 
police department that the description that he had received 
of the person who allegedly committed the crime had a 
fresh scar over one of his eyes.’ In fact, Miss Hood gave 
the following description to Officer Yuter, ‘‘broad nose, 
brown propped hair, almost certain of a mustache, taller 
than she, and dark skin.’”’ (R. 326). Upon cross-examina- 
tion, Officer Yuter testified that when Miss Hood identified 
appellant she stated, ‘‘His voice is identical and his fea- 
tures are just like the man who attacked her.’’ (R. 327). 

Appellant then testified in his own behalf and denied 
attacking or molesting the complaining witness. He stated 
that when he had been arrested and was told about the 
robbery and rape, his reply was that he was a numbers 
writer and that he had no scar on his head, which appar- 
ently the officers were seeking. He testified that when con- 
fronted by the complaining witness, he denied either 
assaulting or robbing her. He also attempted to establish 
an alibi and denied the admission claimed to have been 


1 Miss Hood testified that at no time had she ever given a 
mentioning a scar. This was confirmed by one of the police officers (R. 161- 
162-168, 3138) 
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made by him to the doctor, the policeman and the com- 
plaining witness. On direct examination, he stated that 
the had reason to be in the rear of the garage of the 
Hilltop House, and that he was in the garage on the 
morning of the day in question (J.A. 119), that reason 
being that this was in the territory where he wrote 
numbers. Upon cross-examination he admitted that he 
had been previously convicted of grand larceny in 1946 
and robbery in 1947. He stated that he was familiar with 
the place where the occurrence took place (J.A. 151), and 
that he frequented that place five times ae week. Although 
he claimed that he at no time admitted the assault or the 
robbery, appellant testified that he was beaten by the 
police in order to induce a confession. 

His ‘‘alibi’’ witness, Bertha T. Mackey, testified that she 
was a good friend of appellant’s and saw him approxi- 
mately twice a week, but that during the week of November 
9, she did not know whether she saw him. Appellant’s 
landlord testified that appellant had paid his rent in 
advance. 


In rebuttal the Government adduced testimony that 
appellant had never been either physically or mentally 
coerced. A motion for judgment of acquittal was then 
renewed and denied. 


STATUTES INVOLVED 
District of Columbia Code, Title 22, § 2801 provides: 


Definition and penalty.—Whoever has carnal know]l- 
edge of a female forcibly and against her will, or 
carnally knows and abuses a female child under six- 
teen years of age, shall be imprisoned for not more 
than thirty years: Provided, That in any case of ra 
the jury may add to their verdict, if it be guilty, the 
words ‘‘with the death »’? in which case the 

unishment shall be death by e. tion: Provided 
urthas, That if the jury fail to agree as to the punish- 
ment the verdict of guilty shall be received and the 
punishment shall be imprisonment as provided in this 
section. 








District of Columbia Code, Title 22, § 2901 provides: 


Robbery.—Whoever by force or violence, whether 
against resistance or by sudden or stealthy seizure 
or snatching, or by putting in fear, shall take from 
the person or immediate actual possession of another 
anything of value, is guilty of robbery, and any per- 
son convicted thereof shall suffer imprisonment for 
not less than six months nor more than fifteen years. 


SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 


The evidence was sufficient to go to the jury and support 
the verdict. The trial judge concluded that from the facts 
and testimony a reasonable mind could find that the evi- 
dence excluded every reasonable hypothesis but that of 
guilt and was therefore a question for the jury to decide. 
There was sufficient corroboration by evidence of the prose- 
cutrix’ story to warrant the jury’s verdict of guilty. 

Appellant received a fair trial. The qualifications of 
the fingerprint expert were conceded. The exhibits were 
properly offered and introduced into evidence. The trial 
jadge committed no error in asking the expert a few ques- 
tions as to the amount of fingerprints he had examined 
over the past nine years. 

The court’s instructions to the jury were complete and 
clear. No requests for additions or objections to omis- 
sions were made. Appellant cannot now raise the point 
that the trial judge omitted to instruct the jury to disregard 
certain testimony where the exhibit pertaining thereto 
was not permitted in evidence. Rule 30, Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure. 


ARGUMENT 
§ 


THE EVIDENCE WAS SUFFICIENT TO GO TO THE JURY AND 
SUPPORT THE VERDICT 


Appellant contends that the trial court erred by not grant- 
ing his motion for Judgment of acquittal at the close of the 
Government’s case. However, appellant by introducing 
evidence in his own behalf waived the right to insist Upon | 
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his motion. Ladrey v. United States, 81 U.S. App. D.C. 127, 
155 F.2d 417 (1946); Hall v. United States, 83 U.S. App. 
D.C. 166, 169, 168 F.2d 161 (1948). Thus, this case is to be 
judged on the entire record. 

The trial court committed no error thereafter in deny- 
ing the renewed motion when all the proven facts in issue 
were before the court. 

This Court set forth the test under which motions for 
jadgment of acquittal should be considered in Curley v. 
United States, 81 U.S. App. D.C. 389, 160 F.2d 229 (1947), 
cert. dented, 331 U.S. 187. In that case the Court stated: 


* * © The true rule, therefore, is that a trial judge in 
passing upon a motion for directed verdict of acquittal, 
must determine whether upon the evidence, giving full 
play to the right of the jury to determine credibility, 
weigh, and draw justifiable inferences of fact, a reason- 
able mind might fairly conclude guilt beyond a reason- 
able doubt. If he concludes that upon the evidence 
there must be such a doubt in a reasonable mind, he 
must grant the motion; or, to state it another way, if 
there is no evidence upon which a reasonable mind 
might fairly conclude guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, 
the motion must be granted. If he concludes that either 
of the two results, a reasonable doubt or no reasonable 
doubt, is fairly possible, he must let the jury decide the 
matter. *** Buttf a reasonable mind might fairly 
have a reasonable doubt or might not fairly have one, 
the case ts for the jury, and the decision is for the 
jurors to make. (Emphasis supplied). 


This rule was reaffirmed in Remmer v. United States, 205 
F.2d 277 (9th Cir. 1953) where the Court stated (p. 287): 


* © © The test to be applied on a motion of acquittal 
in such a case, however, is not whether in the trial 
court’s opinion the evidence fails to exclude every 
hypothesis of guilt, but rather whether as a matter of 
law reasonable minds as triers of fact, must be in 
agreement that reasonable hypothesis other than guilt 
could be drawn from the evidence. Stoppelli v. United 
States, 9th Cir. 1950, 183 F.2d 391, cert. denied, 340 
U.S. 864, 71 S. Ct. 88, 95 L. Ed. 631. If reasonable 
minds could find that the evidence excludes every rea- 
sonable hypothesis bat that of guilt, the question is 
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one of fact and must be submitted to the jury. Curley 
v. United States, 1947, 81 U.S. App. D.C. 389, 160 F.2d 
229, cert. denied, 331 U.S. 837, 67 S. Ct. 1511, 91 L. Ed. 
1850; Stoppelli v. United States, supra.’’ 


It has been well settled in this jurisdiction that corrobo- 
ration of the testimony of a complaining witness who has 
been carnally abused is sufficient to justify a trial judge to 
submit the issue to a jury. The courts have long recog- 
nized that eye witnesses to such heinous crimes are difficult, 
if not practically impossible, to find. Consequently, cases 
involving this type of felony may be proved by the intro- 
duction of evidence circumstantial in character, to corrobo- 
rate the testimony of the complaining witness. Kidwell 
v. United States, 38 App. D.C. 566 (1912) ; Ewing v. United 
States, 77 U.S. App. D.C. 14, 135 F.2d 633 (1942), cert. 
denied 318 U.S. 803; McGuinn v. United States, 89 U.S. 
App. D.C. 197, 191 F.2d 477; Walker v. United States, 
96 U.S. App. D.C. 148, 223 F.2d 613. 

In the Ewing case, supra, this Court stated: 


‘**Appellant’s argument in terms requests that we 
‘inquire again into the whole theory of the necessity of 
corroboration’ and, im effect reverse the rule sta 
in the Kidwell case, substituting one which i 
‘direct corroboration of the prosecutrix’. If by ‘di 
corroboration’ is meant the testimony of an eye witness, 
the result would be in most cases that conviction could 
not be had except upon the defendant’s confession. 
If it means less than that it is hard to see how it 
could relate to anything other than circumstantial evi- 
dence which supports the prosecutrix’ story. ° ° ° 
Hence corroboration, in the sense that there must be 
circumstances which tend to support the prosecutrix’ 
.story is required.’ 


“‘But to safeguard the defendant by requiring cor- 
roboration in this sense is one thing. To throw around 
him a wall of immunity requiring the testimony of an 
eye witness or ‘direct evidence’, which is more than 
eircumstantial, in support of the prosecutrix’ story, is 
another. We are satisfied that the rule stated in the 
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Kidwell decision is one which should not be over- 
thrown.’? (Footnote omitted.) 
e a ° 2 e 

* * © the entire evidence tending to appellant’s ad- 
vaniage did not deprive the circumstances proved in 
support of the girl’s story of corroborative effect. It 
merely created conflict with them. Within the pre- 
vailing rule, stated in Kidwell v. United States, there 
was sufficient corroboration. (Emphasis supplied.) 


Thus the rule is not, as appellant would prefer, that there 
be corroboration of the actual rape; nor is it required 
that direct evidence be the corroboration. All that is re- 
quired is that there be corroboration by evidence as to 
the circumstances surrounding the parties at the time. 
Kelly v. United States, 90 U.S. App. D.C. 125 at page 127, 
194 F.2d 150 (1952), citing Kzdwell and Ewing, supra. 
Such corroboration may be shown by circumstantial evi- 
dence. 

Appellant’s contention that the Government failed to pro- 
duce sufficient evidence to warrant sending the instant case 
to the jury is without merit. The proven facts disclose 
that the complaining witness was both carnally assaulted 
and robbed in the District of Columbia; that prior to, 
during and after the attack the assailant spoke at some 
length to her; that she saw a silhouette of her attacker from 
which she described certain salient features; that she had 
@ vivid recollection of his voice which was implanted in 
her memory; that a line up conducted at police headquarters 
she positively identified appellant as her assailant; that 
appellant admitted that he had robbed her although he 
denied the sex crime; that medical evidence supported the 
charge of a sex crime; that appellant’s fingerprints were 
found on the scene; that evidence of semen and blood were 
found on her undergarments; that her doctor and several 
members of the police department corroborated the ad- 
missions made by appellant and particularly the brand 
name of the car and that she had just been to dinner when 
no one but the assailant could have known these facts; 
that complaint was made as promptly as possible under 
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: v the circumstances and that confrontation was made im- 
mediately after identification. Although each case of this -_ 
i type stands on its facts, the evidence and testimony offered 5 ! 


in support of appellant’s defense falls squarely within the 7 
language of this Court in the Exwing case, supra, as not ; 
depriving the prosecutrix’ story of corroborative effect bat pS 
merely created conflict which the triers of the fact must , "G 
resolve. The jury chose to believe the Government’s wit- .- 
nesses. And there is no reason to disturb the verdict. 


p84 
APPELLANT RECEIVED A FAIR TRIAL 


A. The Trial Judge Committed No Error In Permitting The 
Fingerprint Expert To Testify. 


' Officer Singleton was examined extensively on voir dire 

"of as to his qualifications as a fingerprint expert (J.A. 64-70). z 
At the conclusion thereof, appellant conceded that he was an tr 
expert (J.A. 70). This concession was again made by a 
appellant at the time objection was made as to his quali- t 
fications as a chemist (J.A. 78). In the posture of the —— 
1 case, appellant cannot now claim that the trial judge com- | 
ir mitted error in permitting the expert to testify. 


j B. The Fingerprints Exhibits Were Properly Offered And 
2 Introduced Into Evidence. The Serology Exhibit Was 
5 Excluded. 


Subsequent to the concession as to the fingerprint ex- 
pert’s qualifications, the Government offered for identi- 
fication the enlarged fingerprints (later Government’s ex- 
hibit 14 in evidence) (J.A. 218). The following colloquy 

took place: 
4 Mr. McLaughlin: If Your Honor please, at this time, a 
19 Your Honor, I am going to ask this witness to explain 

... as to why he says that these prints are the same. I 
“a have some photographs here, and I wonder if I could 
is hand them to the jury so that they could follow the 
hs - police officer as he testifies. 

3 Mr. Tyler: Are all the photographs the same? 
‘a Mr. McLaughlin: Identical. 

The Court: Is that a fact? 
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The Witness: Yes. There is only one thing. There 
are two photographs here and there are two sets of 
copies. e is with lines and one is without lines. 

The Court: Mr. McLaughlin, you and all the counsel 
get together and make sure that we all are talking about 
the same ones, please. 


Thereafter, the direct examination continued. No objection 
to this procedure was made. The testimony that followed 
was narratively descriptive (J.A. 77, 78). 

Appellant argues that the court never announced that 
Exhibit 14 was admitted into evidence (Br. p. 10). The 
record discloses that the Government first formally offered 
all the exhibits into evidence (R. 340, 341). Then each ex- 
hibit was discussed singly. When the exhibit in question 
was reached the prosecutor stated (J.A. 105): 


**Government exhibit 14 was the fingerprint pictures 
of the two known and unknown fingerprints. Govern- 
ment exhibit 15 was the blood exhibit the scrapings 
Officer Singleton said was blood. I believe that is all.’’ 

The Court: Has counsel anything to say to any of 
these exhibits ?? 


At that point a discussion was had regarding the blood 
exhibit. No objection was made to Exhibit 14 which was 
reported along with others as being admitted into evidence 
while Exhibit 15 was excluded. 

Exhibit 15, the serology exhibit, was never before the 
jury. After a voir dire examination was had as to the 
officer’s qualifications to testify upon serology, the officer 
was found to be competent. Upon cross-examination he 
testified that there was an indication of blood found on the 
scrapings from the floor. There was no testimony as to 
types nor was any connection to appellant attempted to be 
made. It was offered solely to show that there was more 
biood than would have come from a wound incurred by a 
tack. Since this was the limited purpose for which it was 
offered, the court refused to accept it. No prejudice re- 
sulted to appellant. 


2 Referring to all the exhibits offered into evidence. 
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Appellant (Br. p. 10) apparently contends that the police 
did not produce nor attempt to “‘tie in’? unknown people 
with the instant crime because other fingerprints were 
found on the scene. An adequate explanation as to the un- 
known fingerprints was given by the police. The prints 
were not clear nor did they have the quality necessary for 
definitive value (J.A. 82). 


C. The Trial Judge Committed No Error In Questioning The 
Expert As To His Experience. 


The Government contends that the qualifications of an 
expert witness lie within the province of the trial judge. In 
the instant case, in order to be assured that the witness was 
a qualified expert in his field, the court asked three ques- 
tions regarding the average number of prints examined 
over a period of nine years (J.A. 69). Appellant’s conten- 
tion is clearly without merit. 
















D. The Trial Court’s Instructions Were Complete And Clear. 
Appellant, Not Having Objected Nor Requested Additions 
Thereto, Cannot Now Claim Error. 

The instructions to the jury were complete and clear. 
Appellant’s sole contention regarding the charge is that 
the court should have advised the jury to disregard the 
testimony concerning the serology. This contention lacks 
merit. At the close of the charge counsel was asked whether 
they had anything further to request. A negative answer 
was given. 

As stated in appellee’s brief (subdivision ¢, supra), the 
introduction of Exhibit 15 into evidence was refused. No 
request was made at that time by counsel for an admonition 
to the jury regarding the testimony pertaining thereto. 

Appellant was apparently satisfied with the trial court’s 
charge to the jury. He failed to comply with Rule 30, 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure which provides in 
pertinent part: 

* * * No party may assign as error any portion of 


the charge or omission therefrom unless objects 
thereto before the jury retires to consider its verdict, 
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stating distinctly the matter to which he objects and 
the grounds for his objection. 


It is well settled that a failure to comply with the Rule 
constitutes a bar to the claim that the court below com- 
mitted error. See Villoroman v. United States, 87 U.S. 
App. D.C. 240, 242, 184 F.2d 261, 262 (1950). In United 
States v. Furlong, 194 F.2d 1 (7th Cir. 1952), the court in 
discussing the rule stated: 

It is a salutary rule, for its purpose is to give the 
judge an eppopn to make any correction which he 
thinks is p tog thus, to minimize the possibility 
of error. wer v. Roberts, 8th Cir., 153 F.2d 726. 
It is intended to prevent a litigant from taking ad- 
vantage after verdict, of the giving of an erroneous in- 
struction to which he failed to call attention in time to 
afford the court an opportunity to correct it. Palmer 
v. Miller, 8 Cir. 145 926. Unless the objection is 
made before a verdict a reviewing court is powerless 
to consider it; it cannot be raised for the first time on 
motion or on ’ appeal. [Citations omittéd.] 


This was not a fundamental instruction. It had special 
applicability to the facts of this case. It has been held that 
under those circumstances the observance of Rule 30 has 
@ particular significance. Benatar v. United States, 209 
F.2d 734, 744 (9th Cir. 1954). Appellant having failed to 
request an instruction on this point, he cannot now claim 
error. 

Appellant recognizes that the matter of the alleged police 
description is essentially a matter dealing with credibility 
and ordinarily would be within the province of the jury. 
The issue created by appellant in this regard does not 
go to the core of this case. The testimony was clear that 
the prosecutrix and the policeman who took the eng es 
never mentioned or heard of the so-called ‘‘scar’’. Their 
denials were clear and unshaken. pene Mined error was 
made in the teletype description, this in no way affected 
appellant’s rights on the trial If the error had been 
adhered to he may never have been apprehended. This 
however occurred prior to his arrest and has no bearing on 
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re \ the basic issues of guilt or innocence. The jury chose to | 
believe the Government’s witness. 1 


CONCLUSION 


Wauzerong, it is respectfully submitted that the jude- r 
ment of the District Court be affirmed. 4 
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